7/ 

DOCUMENTS 


TUESDAY,  JANUARY  4,  1972 

WASHINGTON,  D.C. 


Volume  37  ■  Number  1 
Pages  1-62 

PART  I 

(Part  II  begins  on  page  45) 


HIGHLIGHTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

This  listing  does  not  affect  the  legal  status 
of  any  document  published  in  this  issue.  Detailed 
table  of  contents  appears  inside. 


HEALTH  BENEFITS — CSC  amendment  extending 
enrollment  period  to  1-31-72 .  7 

EXTRA  LONG  STAPLE  COTTON— USDA  an¬ 
nounces  1972  county  acreage  allotment  reserves; 
effective  1-3-72  .  7 

SUGAR  QUOTAS— USDA  revised  allotments  for 
the  Mainland  Cane  Sugar  Area;  effective  12- 
29-71 .  9 

INTEREST  RATES — FRB  changes  in  bank  lending 
rates . 11 

FOOD  ADDITIVES— 

FDA  approval  of  use  of  mineral  oil  as  ingredient 

in  feed  grade  biuret;  effective  1-4-72 .  14 

FDA  notices  of  filing  of  petitions  on  polysorbate 
60  and  sorbitan  monostearate  as  beverage 
emulsifiers  and  use  of  paper  and  paperboard 
components  for  food-contact  use  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  .  28 

FDA  notice  of  withdrawal  of  petition  on  use  of 
certain  resins  in  food-contact  articles .  28 

NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS— 

FDA  approval  of  use  of  sulfadimethoxine  oral 
suspension  for  treatment  of  cats  and  dogs; 

effective  1-4-72 .  14 

FDA  approval  of  use  of  tricaine  methanesul- 
fonate  as  anesthetic  and  tranquilizer  for  aquatic 
cold-blooded  animals;  effective  1-4-72 .  14 

ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS — FDA  revocation  of  certifica¬ 
tion  of  certain  preparations  containing  oleando¬ 
mycin  phosphate . 15 


(Continued  Inside) 


-£*$7ro\i 


us  3 ahy 

u  ~  :  LV\N  UNIVERSITY 


30-year  Reference  Volumes 
Consolidated  Indexes  and  Tables 


Presidential  Proclamations  and  Executive  Orders 


Consolidated  subject  indexes  and  tabular  finding  aids  to  Presidential  proclamations, 
Executive  orders,  and  certain  other  Presidential  documents  promulgated  during  a 
30-year  period  (1936-1965)  are  now  available  in  two  separately  bound  volumes, 
published  under  Title  3  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  priced  as  follows: 

1936-1965  Consolidated  Indexes _ $3.  50 

1936-1965  Consolidated  Tables _ $5.  25 


by  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General 
Services  Administration 


front  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  D.C.  20402 


Published  daily,  Tuesday  through  Saturday  (no  publication  on  Sundays,  Mondays,  or 
on  the  day  Liter  an  official  Federal  holiday) ,  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In  the  Federal  Register  Act,  approved  July  26,  1935 
(49  Stat.  500.  as  amended;  44  U.S.C.,  Ch.  15),  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution  Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.8.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $2.60  per  month  or  $25  per  year,  payable  In 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  20  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  20  cents  tor  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound.  Remit  check  or 
money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UR.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  regulatory  material  appearing  herein  Is  keyed  to  the  Cons  or  Federal  Regulations,  which  Is  published,  under  50  titles,  pursuant 
to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act.  as  amended  (44  UR.C.  1610).  The  Codr  or  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  In  the  first  Federal  Register  Issue  of  each  month. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  or  the  Code  er  Federal  Regulations. 


FEDERAL^REGISTER 


Area  Code  202 


ORi.TfO  * 


Phone  962-4626 


Title  3, 
-Title  3, 

Compiled 

Order 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


INCOME  TAX — IRS  regulations  concerning  in¬ 
come  from  aircraft  and  vessels  . 

COAL  MINE  SAFETY — Interior  Dept,  postpone¬ 
ment  of  effective  date  to  4-29-72  of  regulations 
on  fire  resistant  hydraulic  fluids  and  fire  suppres¬ 
sion  devices . 

IMPORTS — Customs  Bur.  proposal  on  entry  of 
merchandise  into  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands;  com¬ 
ments  within  30  days . 

MILK — USDA  notice  of  price  support  pregram 
terms  for  1972-73;  comments  in  30  days . 


TARIFF  SCHEDULES — Customs  Bur.  proposed 
16  change  of  classification  for  “Stelmor”  cooled 
steel  wire  rods . . 

HISTORIC  PLACES — Interior  Dept,  additions  to 
National  Register . 

COMMENTS  PERIOD — FDA  notice  to  allow  a  60 
day  comments  filing  time  on  proposed  rule 
making . 

COLOR  ADDITIVE — FDA  notice  of  petition  pro¬ 
posing  use  of  canthaxanthin  in  chicken  feed . 


20 


STOCKYARDS — USDA  notice  identifying  stock- 
yards  by  facility  number  . 


23 

24 


27 

28 

46 


FOOD  STANDARDS — FDA  proposal  concerning 
assumption  of  sponsorship  to  establish  identify¬ 
ing  characteristics  of  cranberry  juice  cocktail .  20 


RICE — USDA  marketing  quotas  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  and  notice  of  referendum  for  1972  crop  (2 
documents);  effective  12-29-71 .  8,  19 


Contents 


AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION 
AND  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 
Cotton;  1972  crop  of  extra  long 


stable  cotton;  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  and  marketing  quotas; 

county  reserves -  7 

Rice;  marketing  quota  and  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  for  1972 

crop _  • 

Sugar: 

Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico;  estab¬ 
lishment  of  quotas  for  local 

consumption  In  1972 _  9 

Mainland  cane  sugar  area;  1971 
quota _  9 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Rice;  marketing  quota  referen¬ 
dum  for  1972  crop -  19 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service;  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation;  Con¬ 
sumer  and  Marketing  Service; 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Availability  of  environmental  re¬ 
port  and  statement: 

Elk  River  Reactor  Dismantling, 


Elk  River,  Minn _  28 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  28 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD  CUSTOMS  BUREAU 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc _  29 

City  of  Palm  Springs,  Calif _  SI 

Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc _  SI 

Swift  Home-Wrap,  Inc -  32 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc _  32 


Proposed  Rule  Making 

Entry  of  merchandise  into  Virgin 
Islands;  documents  required— 

Notices 

“Stelmor”  cooled  steel  wire  rods; 
proposed  tariff  classification _ 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Federal  employees  health  benefits 
program _ 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Maritime  Administration. 

COMMODITY  CREDIT 
CORPORATION 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Dairy  products;  loans,  purchases, 
and  other  operations;  price  sup¬ 
port  program  for  milk _  20 

CONSUMER  AND  MARKETING 


SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Navel  oranges  grown  In  Arizona 
and  California;  handling  limi¬ 
tations  (2  documents) -  10 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Milk  In  middle  Atlantic  market¬ 
ing  area;  suspension  of  certain 
provisions  of  order -  20 

Notices 

Grain  standards;  Chattanooga, 

Tenn.,  grain  inspection  point—  27 


545  of » 


ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 
OFFICE 

y  Notices 

Availability  of  reports: 

Findings  regarding  employment 

policies _ 

Findings  regarding  learning _ 

FEDERAL  AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Beech  airplanes _ 

Beech  Musketeer  airplanes— 

Belanca  airplanes - 

Prestolite  belt  driven  alterna¬ 
tor  cooling  fans - 

Area  high  routes;  designation - 

Control  zone  and  transition  area; 

alteration  _ 

Transition  areas: 

Alteration  _ 

Designation  - 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Control  zone  and  transition  area; 

designation  _ 

Transition  area;  alteration - 

( Continued  on  next  page ) 

3 

LIBRARY 

MICHIGAN  UNIVERSITY 


YP 


►  :v 


U.  S.  OCr  .'CSY  DOCUMENT 


19 


23 


41 

41 


11 

12 

12 

12 

13 

13 

13 

13 


21 

21 


4 


CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Japan-Atlantic  &  Gulf  Freight 
Conference;  agreement  filed _  33 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Proposed  Rule  Making 

Monthly  report  of  cost  and  quality 
of  fuels  for  steam-electric 

plant;  extension  of  time _  22 

Notices 
Hearings,  etc.: 

Alabama  Power  Co -  33 

Alabama-Tennessee  Natural 

Gas  Co _  33 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co -  34 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co -  34 

Central  Vermont  Public  Service 

Corp  _  34 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

Corp  _ —  34 

Georgia  Power  Co -  35 

Interstate  Power  Co -  35 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
Co.  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 

Company  of  America -  36 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co -  36 

Northern  States  Power  Co -  36 

Public  Service  of  Indiana  et  al_  37 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co -  37 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (2 

documents) _ 1 - 37,  38 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

et  al -  38 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp.  (3  documents) -  40 

Trunkline  Gas  Co -  40 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Advances  and  discounts  by  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  banks;  changes  in 


rates _  11 

Notices 

First  National  Co.;  formation  of 
one-bank  holding  company _  41 


FOOD  AND  DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 


Food  additives;  mineral  oil  as  per¬ 
mitted  ingredient  in  feed  grade 

biuret _  14 

New  animal  drugs: 

Sulfadimethoxine  oral  suspen¬ 
sion  _  14 

Tricaine  methanesulfonate _  14 

Oleandomycin  phosphate;  revoca¬ 
tion  _ ; _  15 


•  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Cranberry  juice  cocktail  drinks; 
definitions  and  standards  of 
identity;  withdrawal  of  petition 
and  assumption  of  sponsorship-  20 


Notices 

Filing  of  comments  on  proposed 
rule  making;  extension  of  time-  27 

Petitions  for  oolor  and  food  addi¬ 
tives: 

Atlas  Chemical  Industries,  Inc _  28 

Hoffmann-LaRoche,  Inc _  28 

Houghton,  E.  F.,  &  Co _  28 

Pennsylvania  Industrial  Chemi¬ 
cal  Corp _  28 


GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Notices 

San  Pedro  River,  Ariz.;  power  site 
cancellation  _  24 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Pood  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Transportation  and  traffic  man¬ 
agement;  exceptions  to  use  of 
U.S.  Government  bill  of  lading 
forms  _  17 

HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Armco  Steel  Corp,  et  al.;  petition 
regarding  modification  of  in¬ 
terim  mandatory  safety  stand¬ 
ard  _  27 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Geological  Survey;  Hearings 
and  Appeals  Office;  Land  Man¬ 
agement  Bureau;  Mines  Bu¬ 
reau;  National  Park  Service. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Income  tax;  election  regarding 
income  from  certain  aircraft 
and  vessels -  16 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Income  tax: 

Tax  credit  for  foreign  income 
taxes  paid  by  controlled  for¬ 


eign  corporations;  correction.  19 

Use  of  full  absorption  or  modi¬ 
fied  full  absorption  method  of 
inventory  valuation;  correc¬ 
tion  _  19 

Notices 

Granting  of  relief  regarding  fire¬ 
arms  acquisition,  shipment,  pos¬ 
session,  etc _ _  23 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Assignment  of  hearings _  42 

Fourth  section  applications  for 

relief  (2  documents) _  43 

Motor  carrier  transfer  proceed¬ 
ings  _  43 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Rules  and  Regulations 


Public  land  orders: 

Alaska  (2  documents) _  18 

Idaho _  18 

Notices 

Arizona;  proposed  withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  lands _  23 


MARITIME  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Capital  construction  fund;  de¬ 
posits  for  taxable  years  1970 
and  1971 _  16 

MINES  BUREAU 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Safety  standards;  fire  suppres¬ 
sion  devices  and  fire-resistant 
hydraulic  fluids  on  under¬ 
ground,  equipment _  17 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Notices 


Intention  to  issue  concession  per¬ 
mit  and  contract ; 

Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  Va _  24 

National  Capital  Parks _  24 

National  Register  of  Historic 
Places;  additions,  deletions,  or 
corrections  _  24 


PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Designation  of  stockyards  by 
posted  stockyard  facility  num¬ 
ber  _ _ _  46 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 


Hearings,  etc.: 

GAC  Income  Fund,  Inc _  41 

Royal  Atlas  Corp _ _ _  42 


STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Nonresident  alien  Mexican  border 
crossing  cards _  15 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion. 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Customs  Bureau;  Internal 
Revenue  Service. 


CONTENTS 


5 


List  ,  of  CFR  Parts  Affected 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by 
documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date, 
appears  following  the  Notices  section  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections 
affected  by  documents  published  since  January  1.  1972.  and  specifies  how  they  are  affected. 


5  CFR 

890 . 7 

7  CFR 

722 . 7 

730 _ 8 

812. . 9 

814 _  9 

907  (2  documents) _  10 

Proposed  Rules: 

730 .  19 

1004.. .  20 

1430 . 20 

12  CFR 

201 .  11 

14  CFR 

89  (4  documents) _ 11, 12 

71  (3  documents) _  13 

75 . 13 

Proposed  Rules: 

71  (2  documents) _  21 


18  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

141. . 22 

19  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I . 19 

21  CFR 

121 . 14 

135c . .  14 

135f . 14 

148m— .  15 

Proposed  Rules: 

27 . 20 

22  CFR 

41 .  15 


26  CFR 

12 . . . .  16 

Proposed  Rules: 

1  (2  documents) _  19 

30  CFR 

75 _ 17 

41  CFR 

103-40 . 17 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

1932  (amended  by  PLO  5147) .  18 

4582  (modified  by  PLO  5149) _  18 

4962  (see  PLO  5149) . 18 

5081  (see  PLO  5149) . 18 

5147  _  18 

5148  _ 18 

5149  _ 18 

46  CFR 

390 . 16 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  890— FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 
HEALTH  BENEFITS  PROGRAM 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission  by  5  U.S.C. 
section  8913,  the  health  benefit  regula¬ 
tions  are  hereby  amended  to  (1)  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  of  1972  changes  in 
enrollment  charges  for  all  plans  except 
the  Government-wide  service  benefit 
plan,  (2)  redetermine  the  Government’s 
contribution,  and  (3)  extend  the  1971 
health  benefits  open  season  through 
January  31,  1972.  The  Commission  will 
schedule  another  open  season  before  the 
effective  date  of  1972  changes  in  enroll¬ 
ment  charges  postponed  by  these  amend¬ 
ments.  The  effective  date  of  any  open- 
season  enrollment  or  change  in  enroll¬ 
ment  made  through  January  31, 1972,  will 
normally  be  the  first  day  of  the  first  pay 
period  which  begins  in  1972. 

These  amendments  to  the  health  bene¬ 
fits  regulations  are  made  necessary  by 
amendments  to  Title  6,  Chapter  III,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  pertaining  to 
price  and  rent  stabilization,  which 
amendments  require  application  of  new 
Price  Commission  guidelines  to  1972  en¬ 
rollment  charges  previously  negotiated 
by  the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission  un¬ 
der  guidelines  issued  by  the  Cost  of  Liv¬ 
ing  Council.  Since  some  provisions  of  the 
following  amendments  must  be  in  effect 
on  January  1,  1972,  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  has  for  good  cause  found 
that  the  urgency  of  publication  and  the 
need  to  prevent  any  disruption  that 
would  harm  all  concerned  makes  notice 
and  public  procedure  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Accordingly,  effective  January  1,  1972, 
the  health  benefits  regulations  are 
amended  as  set  out  below. 

1.  Section  890.203  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  paragraph  (c) : 

§  890.203  Application  for  approval  of, 
and  proposal  of  amendments  to, 
health  benefits  plans. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(c)  (1)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  enrollment 
charges  are  (i)  at  the  1971  rates  for  a 
plan  participating  in  both  1971  and  1972, 
(ii)  at  the  1971  rates  of  the  predecessor 
plan  having  the  largest  1971  enrollment 
for  a  new  plan  which  is  a  successor  to 
two  or  more  1971  plans,  and  (iii)  at  rates 
negotiated  by  the  Commission  for  a  new 


plan  not  described  in  subdivision  (ii)  of 
this  subparagraph. 

(2)  The  1972  enrollment  charges  for 
the  high-option  Government-wide  serv¬ 
ice  benefit  plan  are  the  1971  enrollment 
charges  for  that  plan  increased  by  22 
percent  effective  the  first  day  of  the  first 
pay  period  which  begins  in  1972. 

(3)  Effective  the  first  day  of  the  first 
pay  period  which  begins  in  1972,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  §  890.501,  the  Government  con¬ 
tribution  for  all  plans  is  determined  by 
using  the  high-option  enrollment  charges 
established  under  subparagraphs  (1)  and 

(2)  of  this  paragraph. 

(4)  New  enrollment  charge  proposals 
for  1972  for  plans  other  than  the  Gov¬ 
ernment-wide  service  benefit  plan  be¬ 
come  effective  on  a  date  specified  by  the 
Commission  after  the  proposals  have 
been  approved  by  an  appropriate  price 
control  authority  as  meeting  Price  Com¬ 
mission  guidelines. 

(5)  Notwithstanding  §  890.503(c)  (2), 

(3)  ,  and  (4) ,  the  Commission  pays  to  the 
carrier  of  each  plan  from  its  contingency 
reserve,  to  the  extent  there  is  a  balance 
in  that  reserve,  an  amount  equal  to  the 
difference  between  the  amount  paid  the 
carrier  for  1972  at  1971  enrollment  charge 
rates  and  the  amount  which  would  have 
been  paid  at  the  1972  enrollment  charge 
rates  approved  by  an  appropriate  price 
control  authority  as  meeting  Price  Com¬ 
mission  guidelines.  This  difference  is  paid 
as  soon  as  the  amount  thereof  is 
ascertained. 

2.  Section  890.301(d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  890.301  Opportunities  to  register  to 
enroll  and  change  enrollment. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(d)  Open  season.  During  the  period 
November  15,  1971,  through  January  31, 
1972,  and  the  period  November  15 
through  November  30  of  each  year  there¬ 
after  beginning  with  1972,  an  employee 
who  is  not  registered  to  be  enrolled  may 
register  to  be  enrolled,  and  an  enrolled 
employee  or  annuitant  may  change  his 
enrollment  from  one  plan  or  option  to 
another,  or  from  self  only  to  self  and 
family,  or  both. 

*  •  •  *  • 

3.  Section  890.306(c)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  890.306  Effective  dates. 

***** 

(c)  (1)  The  effective  date  of  a  change 
in  enrollment  under  5  890.301(d)  Is  the 
first  day  of  the  first  pay  period  which 
begins  in  January  of  the  next  following 
year,  except  that  a  change  in  enrollment 
for  the  open  season  ending  January  31, 
1972,  Is  effective  on  the  first  day  of  the 
first  pay  period  which  begins  in  1972. 


(2)  The  effective  date  of  a  new  en¬ 
rollment  under  S  890.301(d)  is  the  first 
day  of  the  first  pay  period  which  begins 
In  the  next  following  year  and  which 
follows  a  pay  period  during  any  part  of 
which  the  employee  is  in  pay  status,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  effective  date  of  a  new  en¬ 
rollment  for  the  open  season  ending 
January  31,  1972,  is  the  first  day  of  the 
first  pay  period  which  begins  in  1972 
and  which  follows  a  pay  period  during 
any  part  of  which  the  employee  is  in  pay 
status. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(5  U.S.C.  Section  8913) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.71-19169  Filed  12-29-71:3:59  pm) 

Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  722— COTTON 

Subpart — 1972  Crop  of  Extra  Long 
Staple  Cotton:  Acreage  Allotments 
and  Marketing  Quotas 

County  Reserves 

Section  722.563  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (52  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.).  This  section  estab¬ 
lishes  the  county  reserves  for  the  1972 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton.  Such 
determinations  were  made  initially  by 
the  respective  county  committees  and 
are  hereby  approved  and  made  effective 
by  the  Administrator,  ASCS,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority  (29  F.R.  16210,  35 
F.R.  19798,  36  Fit.  6907,  21529). 

Notice  that  the  Secretary  was  prepar¬ 
ing  to  establish  State  and  county  allot¬ 
ments  and  reserves  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  cm  September  14,  1971 
(36  F.R.  18412),  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  553.  The  views  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  received  in  response  to  such  notice 
have  been  duly  considered. 

Since  the  establishment  of  county  re¬ 
serves  requires  immediate  action  by  the 
county  committees,  it  is  essential  that 
§  722.563  be  made  effective  as  soon  as 
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possible.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  and  found  that  compliance  with 
the  30-day  effective  date  requirement  of 
5  U.S.C.  553  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest,  and  5  722.563 
shall  be  effective  upon  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

§  722.563  County  reserves  for  the  1972 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton. 

The  county  reserves  for  the  1972  crop 
of  extra  long  staple  cotton  are  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  5  722.509  of  the 
Regulations  for  Acreage  Allotments  for 
1966  and  Succeeding  Crops  of  Extra 
Long  Staple  Cotton  (31  F.R.  6247,  13530, 
32  Fit.  5416,  33  F.R.  8427,  16066,  16435, 
34  F.R.  5,  808) .  The  following  table  sets 
forth  the  county  reserves: 

Arizona 

County 
reserve 
(acres) 

. 4.  1 

_ _ _  0 

_ _  6.  4 

_ n.o 

. 1.3 

.  2.6 

_  1.3 

California 


Imperial  _ _ _  0 

Riverside  _  3. 5 

Florida 

Alachua  _ - _  0 

Hamilton  _ _  0 

Jefferson _  0 

Madison  _ _ _ _  0 

Marlon _ _ _  0 

Suwannee  _  0 

Union  _ _ _ . _  0 

Georgia 

Berrien  _ _  0. 1 

Cook  _ _  0. 1 

New  Mexico 

Chaves  _ _ _  0.  9 

Dona  Ana  _ ' _  14.  9 

Eddy  _  2. 1 

Hidalgo _ . _  0.  3 

Luna  _ _ _  0. 4 

Otero _  0 

Sierra  _ _ _  0. 1 

Texas 

Brewster _  0 

Culberson _  0.  3 

El  Paso -  6.  5 

Hudspeth  - _  1.  8 

Loving _  0 

Pecos  _  1.  2 

Presidio _  0. 1 

Reeves _  0. 6 

Ward _ _ _  2. 1 


(Secs.  344,  375,  63  8 tat.  670,  as  amended,  52 
Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1344,  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  this  docu¬ 
ment  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  chi 
December  27,  1971. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

IFR  Doc.72-63  Filed  1-3-72:8:50  am] 


RULES  AMD  REGULATIONS 
PART  730— RICE 

Subpart — 1972-73  Marketing  Year 

Proclamations  and  Determinations 
With  Respect  to  Marketing  Quota 
and  National  Acreage  Allotment  for 
1972  Crop  Rice  Among  the  Several 
States 

The  provisions  of  85  730.1501  to  730.- 
1503  are  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended  (7  UJ5.C.  1281  et  seq.)  (referred 
to  as  the  “act”) ,  with  respect  to  the  1972 
crop  of  rice.  The  purpose  of  these  pro¬ 
visions  is  to  (1)  proclaim  that  marketing 
quotas  shall  be  in  effect  for  the  1972  crop 
of  rice,  (2)  establish  the  national  acre¬ 
age  allotment  for  such  crop,  and  (3)  ap¬ 
portion  the  national  acreage  allotment 
among  the  States.  The  latest  available 
statistics  of  the  Federal  Government 
have  been  used  in  making  determina¬ 
tions  under  these  provisions. 

Notice  that  the  Secretary  was  pre¬ 
paring  to  make  determinations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  these  provisions  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  27,  1971 
(36  F.R.  13838)  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  Data,  views, 
and  recommendations  were  submitted 
pursuant  to  such  notice  and  considera¬ 
tion  was  given  thereto  to  the  extent  per¬ 
mitted  by  law. 

It  is  essential  that  these  provisions  be 
made  effective  as  soon  as  possible  to 
allow  rice  growers  ample  time  to  make 
cropping  plans  for  next  year  on  land  not 
used  for  rice.  Also,  a  referendum  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  rice  producers  favor  or 
oppose  the  quota  must  be  held  within  30 
days  after  proclamation  of  the  quotas. 
Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  found  and  de¬ 
termined  that  compliance  with  the  30- 
day  effective  date  requirement  of  5  U.S.C. 
533  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  and  55  730.1501  to  730.- 
1503  shall  be  effective  upon  filing  this 
document  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

§  730.1501  Marketing  Quotas  for  the 
1972  Crop  of  Rice. 

The  total  supply  of  rice  in  the  United 
States  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
August  1,  1971,  is  determined  to  be  104.4 
million  hundredweight  (rough  basis). 
The  normal  supply  of  rice  for  such  mar¬ 
keting  year  is  determined  to  be  103.8 
million  hundredweight  (rough  basis). 
Since  the  total  supply  of  rice  for  the 
1971-72  marketing  year  exceeds  the  nor¬ 
mal  supply  for  such  marketing  year, 
marketing  quotas  shall  be  in  effect  for 
the  1972  crop  of  rice. 

§  730.1502  National  acreage  allotment 
of  rice  for  1972. 

The  normal  supply  of  rice  for  the  mar¬ 
keting  year  commencing  August  1,  1972, 
is  determined  to  be  91.4  million  hundred¬ 


county 
Cochise  . 

GUa _ 

Graham 

Maricopa 

Pima _ 

Pinal _ 

Yuma 


weight  (rough  basis).  The  carryover  of 
rice  on  August  1,  1972,  is  estimated  at 
9.5  million  hundredweight  Therefore, 
the  production  of  rice  needed  in  1972  to 
make  available  a  supply  of  rice  for  the 
1972-73  marketing  year  equal  to  the  nor¬ 
mal  supply  for  such  marketing  year  is 
81.9  million  hundredweight.  The  na¬ 
tional  average  yield  of  rice  for  the  5  cal¬ 
endar  years  1967  through  1971  is  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  4,461  pounds  per  planted 
acre.  The  national  acreage  allotment  of 
rice  for  1972  computed  on  the  basis  of 
the  normal  supply  for  1972,  less  esti¬ 
mated  carryover,  and  the  national  aver¬ 
age  yield  per  planted  acre  for  the  5 
calendar  years,  1967  through  1971,  would 
be  1,836,461  acres.  Since  such  amount  is 
more  than  the  minimum  national  acre¬ 
age  allotment  of  1,652,596  acres  pre¬ 
scribed  under  section  353(c)(6)  of  the 
act,  the  national  acreage  allotment  for 
rice  for  the  calendar  year  1972  shall  be 
1,836,461  acres. 

§  730.1503  Apportionment  of  1972  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  of  rice 
among  the  several  States. 

The  national  acreage  allotment  pro¬ 
claimed  in  5  730.1502,  less  a  reserve  of 
679  acres,  is  hereby  apportioned  among 
the  several  rice-producing  States  as 
follows: 

State 

Arizona _ 

Arkansas  _ 

California _ 

Florida  _ 

Illinois  _ 

Louisiana: 

Farm  Administrative 
Area .  508,923 

Producer  Administra¬ 
tive  Area _  18, 833 

State  total _ 


Acres 
254 
443.331 
333, 054 
1,  063 
22 


527,  756 


Mississippi  _  51,  858 

Missouri  _  5,  286 

North  Carolina _  43 

Oklahoma _  166 

South  Carolina _  8, 163 

Tennessee _  575 

Texas _  469,211 


Total  Apportioned  to 

States  _ _  1,835,782 

Unapportioned  National  Reserve.  679 


U.S.  total. .  1,836,461 


(Sec.  301,  352,  353,  354,  375,  52  Stat.  38,  60. 
61,  66,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1301,  1352,  1353, 
1354,  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  29,  1971. 

Clarence  D.  Palmby, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Concurred : 

Clarence  D.  Palmby, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Affairs  and  Commod¬ 
ity  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  71-19166  Filed  12-29-71,2:22  pm] 
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Chapter  VIII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 

(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — SUGAR  REQUIREMENTS  AND 
CUOTAS 

PART  812 — SUGAR  REQUIREMENTS 
AND  QUOTAS:  HAWAII  AND 
PUERTO  RICO 

Establishment  of  Quotas  for  Local 
Consumption  in  1972 

On  page  23574  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  December  10, 1971,  there  was  published 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  to  issue 
a  regulation  determining  sugar  require¬ 
ments  for  1972  and  establishing  quotas 
for  Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  for  the  cal¬ 
endar  year  1972.  Interested  persons  were 
given  until  December  22,  1971,  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  for 
consideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation. 

No  views  or  comments  were  received 
relative  to  the  proposed  regulation. 

The  proposed  regulation  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change. 

Effective  date:  January  1, 1972. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  28,  1971. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  purpose  of 
Sugar  Regulation  812  is  to  determine 
pursuant  to  sections  201  and  203  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  “Act”),  the 
amount  of  sugar  needed  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  consumers  in  Hawaii  and 
in  Puerto  Rico  and  to  establish  quotas 
for  local  consumption  in  such  areas  for 
the  calendar  year  1972.  To  the  extent 
required  by  section  201  of  the  Act,  this 
regulation  establishes  sugar  requirements 
based  on  official  estimates  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  on  statistics 
published  by  other  agencies  of  the 
government. 

Since  the  Act  provides  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  determine  sugar  re¬ 
quirements  for  local  consumption  in 
Hawaii  and  in  Puerto  Rico  and  establish 
local  consumption  quotas  to  be  effective 
on  January  1,  1972,  it  is  found  to  be  im¬ 
practicable  and  not  in  the  public  interest 
to  comply  with  the  30-day  effective  date 
requirements  in  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (80  Stat. 
378) ,  and  these  regulations  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  January  1,  1972. 

Sec. 

813.1  Sugar  requirements  and  quotas — 

Hawaii. 

813.2  Sugar  requirements  and  quotas — 

Puerto  Rico. 

812.3  Restrictions  on  marketing. 

Authority  :  The  provisions  of  these 
li  812.1  through  812.3  Issued  under  sec.  403, 
61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  1163,  secs.  201,  203,  209, 
211;  61  8tat.  923,  as  amended,  926,  928;  7 
U.S.C.  1111,  1113,  1119,  1121. 

§  812.1  Sugar  requirements  and 
quota — Hawaii. 

It  is  hereby  determined,  pursuant  to 
section  203  of  the  Act,  that  the  amount 


of  sugar  needed  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  consumers  in  Hawaii  for  the 
calendar  year  1972  is  50,000  short  tons, 
raw  value,  and  a  quota  of  50,000  short 
tons,  raw  value,  is  hereby  established  for 
Hawaii  for  local  consumption  for  the 
calendar  year  1972. 

§812.2  Sugar  requirements  and 
quotas — Puerto  Rico. 

It  is  hereby  determined,  pursuant  to 
section  203  of  the  Act,  that  the  amount 
of  sugar  needed  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  consumers  in  Puerto  Rico  for 
the  calendar  year  1972  is  140,000  short 
tons,  raw  value,  and  a  quota  of  140,000 
short  tons,  raw  value,  is  hereby  estab¬ 
lished  for  Puerto  Rico  for  local  consump¬ 
tion  for  the  calendar  year  1972. 

§  812.3  Restrictions  on  marketing. 

Pursuant  to  section  209  of  the  Act,  for 
the  calendar  year  1972  all  persons  are 
hereby  prohibited  from  marketing,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Part  816  of  this  chapter  (33  F.R. 
8495),  in  Hawaii  or  in  Puerto  Rico,  for 
consumption  therein,  any  sugar  or  liquid 
sugar  after  the  quota  for  the  area  for 
the  calendar  year  1972  has  been  filled. 
Pursuant  to  section  211(c)  of  the  Act, 
the  quota  for  each  area  may  be  filled 
only  with  sugar  produced  from  sugar¬ 
cane  grown  in  the  respective  area. 

Furthermore,  pursuant  to  section 
211(c)  of  the  Act  sugar  may  be  unladed 
from  a  carrier  and  brought  into  a  For¬ 
eign  Trade  Zone  for  manipulating 
therein  or  manufacturing  therein  an¬ 
other  product  for  the  subsequent  entry 
into  Hawaii  or  Puerto  Rico  for  con¬ 
sumption  only  if  such  sugar  is  charged 
pursuant  to  S.R.  816  to  the  applicable 
respective  local  quota. 

Statement  of  bases  and  consideration. 
Pursuant  to  section  203  of  the  Act,  the 
determination  of  the  amounts  of  sugar 
needed  to  meet  the  requirements  of  con¬ 
sumers  in  Hawaii  and  in  Puerto  Rico 
relate  to  (1)  the  quantities  of  sugar  dis¬ 
tributed  for  local  consumption  in  Ha¬ 
waii  and  in  Puerto  Rico  during  the  12- 
month  period  ended  September  30,  1971, 
(2)  deficiencies  or  surpluses  in  inven¬ 
tories  of  sugar,  and  (3)  changes  in  con¬ 
sumption  because  of  changes  in  popula¬ 
tion  and  demand  conditions. 

The  quantities  of  sugar  distributed  for 
consumption  in  Hawaii  and  in  Puerto 
Rico,  including  that  which  was  lost  in 
refining  after  charge  to  the  local  quotas, 
during  such  12-month  period  are  es¬ 
timated  to  have  been  approximately 
38,000  short  tons  of  sugar,  raw  value,  and 
130,000  short  tons  of  sugar,  raw  value, 
respectively. 

Based  on  preliminary  1971  U.S.  Census 
data  the  population  of  Hawaii  as  of 
April  1,  1971,  was  789,000  and  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Puerto  Rico  as  of  April  1,  1970, 
was  2,712,000. 

In  Hawaii  industrial  use  accounts  for 
a  substantial  portion  of  the  total  con¬ 
sumption  of  sugar  and  this  demand  is 
a  significant  factor  in  the  total  sugar 
requirements.  During  the  period  1961 
through  1971  the  annual  sugar  consump¬ 
tion  in  this  area  has  varied  from  approx¬ 
imately  93.5  to  130.5  pounds,  raw  value, 
per  person.  These  wide  year-to-year  var¬ 


iations  suggest  the  possibility  that  re¬ 
quirements  could  be  higher  in  1972  than 
in  the  12  months  ended  September  30, 
1971,  when  sugar  marketing  approxi¬ 
mated  37,000  short  tons,  raw  value. 

In  Puerto  Rico  during  the  12  months 
ended  September  30,  1971,  marketings  of 
sugar  for  local  consumption  totalled  ap¬ 
proximately  130,000  short  tons,  raw  value. 
After  making  allowance  for  possible 
consumption  increases  in  1972  resulting 
from  probable  population  increases,  the 
total  sugar  needed  to  meet  requirements 
for  local  consumption  in  Puerto  Rico  in 
1972  may  be  approximately  140,000  short 
tons,  raw  value. 

Circumstances  prevailing  in  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  quota  for  local  consumption  in 
Hawaii  and  Puerto  Rico  are  such  that 
no  special  problems  arise  nor  are  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  Act  jeopardized  if  the 
1972  local  quota  is  not  completely  filled. 
It  is,  therefore,  desirable  to  establish  the 
1972  requirements  and  quotas  sufficiently 
high  initially  so  that  later  adjustments 
may  be  avoided. 

In  accordance  with  the  above,  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  local  consumption  in  Ha¬ 
waii  and  Puerto  Rico  for  1972  have  been 
determined  to  be  50,000  and  140,000  short 
tons,  raw  value,  respectively. 

[FR  Doc.72-64  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 50  am] 


[Sugar  Reg.  814.9,  Amdt.  3J 

PART  814— ALLOTMENT  OF  SUGAR 
QUOTAS,  MAINLAND  CANE  SUGAR 

AREA 

1971  Quota 

Basis  and  purpose.  This  amendment  is 
issued  under  section  205(a)  of  the  Sugar 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (61  Stat.  922), 
as  amended,  hereinafter  called  the 
“Act,”  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
Sugar  Regulation  814.9  (36  F.R.  24792) 
which  established  allotments  for  the 
Mainland  Cane  Sugar  Area  for  the  cal¬ 
endar  year  1971. 

This  amendment  it  necessary  to  revise 
allotments  to  determine  and  prorate  def¬ 
icits  in  allotments. 

On  the  basis  of  written  advice  from  in¬ 
dividual  allottees,  it  is  herein  determined 
that  four  allottees  are  unable  to  fully 
utilize  1971  allotments  of  the  Mainland 
Cane  Sugar  Area  in  excess  of  stated 
maximum  quantities,  and  that  there  is  a 
deficit  in  the  allotments  of  such  allottees 
amounting  to  3,328  short  tons,  raw  value, 
as  follows: 

Short  tons. 


Processors  raw  value 

Frisco  Cane  Co.,  Inc _  876 

Louisa  Sugar  Coop.,  Inc _  700 

Louisiana  State  University _  10 

Vida  Sugars,  Inc _  1,742 


3,  328 

Accordingly,  a  deficit  of  3,328  short 
tons,  raw  value,  is  declared  and  is  here¬ 
in  prorated  to  other  allottees  on  the 
basis  of  1971  allotments  made  effective 
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by  Sugar  Regulation  814.9,  Amendment 
2  (36  F.R.  24792). 

It  was  found  after  notice  and  public 
hearing  that  this  order  shall  be  revised, 
without  further  notice  or  hearing,  for 
the  purpose  of  allotting  any  quantity  of 
an  allotment  to  other  allottees  when 
written  notification  of  release  by  an  al¬ 
lottee  of  any  part  of  an  allotment  be¬ 
comes  a  part  of  the  official  records  of 
the  Department. 

The  allotments  set  forth  herein  have 
been  established  in  accordance  with  find¬ 
ings  heretofore  made  by  the  Secretary 
in  the  course  of  this  proceeding  (36  F.R. 
24792). 

Order.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  sec¬ 
tion  205(a)  of  the  Act:  It  is  hereby 
ordered,  That  paragraph  (a)  of  §  814.9, 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  814.9  Allotment  of  the  1971  sugar 
quota  for  the  Mainland  Cane  Sugar 
Area. 

(a)  Allotments.  The  1971  sugar  quota 
for  the  Mainland  Cane  Sugar  Area  of 
1,256,000  short  tons,  raw  value,  is  hereby 
allotted  to  the  following  processors  in 
the  quantities  which  appear  opposite 
their  respective  names: 

Allotments 
( Short  tons. 


Processors  rau>  value ) 

Albania  Sugar  Co _  10.  642 

Alma  Plantation,  Ltd _  10,490 

J.  Aron  St  Co.,  Inc _  16, 800 

BiUe&ud  Sugar  Factory -  12. 631 

Breaux  Bridge  Sugar  Co-op _  11, 284 

Wm.  T.  Burton  Industries,  Inc _  7,  681 

Cairo  St  Oraugnard -  6,423 

Cajun  Sugar  Co-op.,  Inc -  26,  232 

Caldwell  Sugars  Co-op.,  Inc _  17,795 

Columbia  Sugar  Co -  9,294 

Cora -Texas  Manufacturing  Co„ 

Inc _  9,  835 

Dugas  St  LeBlanc,  Ltd _  19,331 

Dune  A  Bourgeois  Sugar  Co -  13, 727 

Evan  Hall  Sugar  Co-op..  Inc -  26.  799 

Frisco  Cane  Co,  Inc -  1,498 

Olenwood  Co-op.,  Inc _  19,923 

Helvetia  Sugar  Co-op.,  Inc -  14,748 

Iberia  Sugar  Co-op.,  Inc _  21,  585 

LaFourche  Sugar  Co -  26,  774 

Harry  L.  Laws  A  Co,  Inc -  16,  447 

Levert-St.  John,  Inc _  14,382 

Louisa  Sugar  Co-op,  Inc -  10, 591 

Louisiana  State  Penitentiary -  3, 740 

Louisiana  State  University -  15 

Meeker  Sugar  Co-op,  Inc _  10,  503 

Mil  11  ken  A  Farwell,  Inc _  11. 108 

M.  A.  Patout  A  Son,  Ltd -  21, 107 

Poplar  Grove  Planting  A  Refining 

Co  _  9, 142 

Savoie  Industries -  17. 064 

St.  James  Sugar  Co-op,  Inc -  24,419 

St.  Mary  Sugar  Co-op,  Inc -  17,  165 

South  Coast  Corp,  Inc - 67,716 

Southdown  Sugars,  Inc -  43,637 

Sterling  Sugars,  Inc _  30,  980 

J.  Supple’s  Sons  Planting  Co, 

Ltd  _  6, 629 

Valentine  Sugars,  Inc _  14,370 

Vida  Sugars,  Inc _  4, 500 

A.  Wilbert’s  Sons  Lumber  A 

Shingle  Co _  10, 050 


Louisiana  subtotal _  615,957 


Atlantic  Sugar  Association.  Inc _  32, 151 

Florida  Sugar  Corp _  22, 568 

Glades  County  Sugar  Growers  Co¬ 
op,  Association _  46, 118 


Allotments 
(Short  tons, 


Processors  rate  value) 

Gull  A  Western  Food  Products 

Co  _ 87,638 

Osceola  Farms  Co _  54,316 

Sugarcane  Growers  Co-op,  of 

Florida . .  117,  044 

Talisman  Sugar  Corp _  49, 002 

United  States  Sugar  Corp _  231,206 


Florida  subtotal. .  640,043 


Total  all  mainland  cane _  1, 256,  000 

•  •  •  e  e 


(Sec.  406,  61  Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  interprets  or 
applies  secs.  205,  209;  61  Stat.  926,  as 
amended,  928;  7  U.S.C.  1115,  1119) 

Effective  date.  Because  of  the  limited 
time  remaining  in  the  quota  year  to 
which  the  allotments  apply,  it  is  impera¬ 
tive  that  this  amendment  become  effec¬ 
tive  at  the  earliest  date  in  order  to  per¬ 
mit  processors  to  fully  utilize  the  entire 
quota  for  the  area.  Accordingly,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  compliance  with  the 
30-day  effective  date  requirement  in  5 
UJS.C.  553  is  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  and  consequently, 
this  amendment  shall  be  effective  when 
filed  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D  C,  on  De¬ 
cember  28, 1971. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.71-19163  Filed  12-29-71;  12:24  pm] 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

{Navel  Orange  Reg.  247,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  907 — NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  907, 
35  FR.  16359) ,  regulating  the  handling 
of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJS.C.  601-674) , 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Navel  Orange  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  Navel  oranges,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 


tion  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553  (1966))  because  the  time  in¬ 
tervening  between  the  date  when  infor¬ 
mation  upon  which  this  amendment  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  amendment  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  this 
amendment  relieves  restriction  on  the 
handling  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California. 

(b)  Order,  as  amended.  The  provi¬ 
sions  in  paragraph  (b)(1)  (i)  of  5  907.547 
(Navel  Orange  Regulation  247,  36  FR. 
24794)  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  907.547  Navel  Orange  Regulation  247. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Order.  (1)  •  •  • 

(i)  District  1:  700,000  cartons. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  UJS.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  December  29,  1971. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-90  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 50  am] 


[Navel  Orange  Reg.  248] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES 

GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  907.548  Navel  Orange  Regulation  248. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907,  35  FR.  16359),  regulating  the 
handling  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Navel  Orange  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee,  established  under 
the  said  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  Navel 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  Insuf¬ 
ficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
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forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Navel 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation ;  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
at  this  meeting;  the  recommendation  and 
supporting  information  for  regulation 
during  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  its  effec¬ 
tive  time,  are  identical  with  the  afore¬ 
said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  information  concerning  such  pro¬ 
visions  and  effective  time  has  been  dis¬ 
seminated  among  handlers  of  such  Navel 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was  held 
on  December  28, 1971. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  De¬ 
cember  31, 1971,  through  January  6, 1972, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows : 

(1)  District  1:  700,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  84,430  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1.”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  TJ.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  December  29, 1971. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director ,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.71-19162  Filed  12-29-71;  11 : 26  am] 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  II — Federal  Reserve  System 

SUBCHAPTER  A — BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

PART  201  — ADVANCES  AND  DIS¬ 
COUNTS  BY  FEDERAL  RESERVE 
BANKS 

Changes  in  Rates 

Pursuant  to  section  14(d)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  357) ,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  adjusting  discount  rates 
with  a  view  to  accommodating  commerce 
and  business  in  accordance  with  other 
related  rates  and  the  general  credit  situa¬ 
tion  of  the  country,  Part  201  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below: 

1.  Section  201.51  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  201.51  Advances  and  discounts  for 
member  banks  under  sections  13  and 
13a. 

The  rates  for  all  advances  and  dis¬ 
counts  under  sections  13  and  13a  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act  (except  advances 
under  the  last  paragraph  of  such  section 
13  to  individuals,  partnerships,  or  cor¬ 
porations  other  than  member  banks) 
are: 


By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
December  27, 1971. 

[seal]  Elizabeth  L.  Carmichael, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.72-9  Piled  1-3-72:8:45  am] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS 
AND  SPACE 


Federal  Reserve  Bank  of—  Rate  Effective 


Boston . 

New  York... 
Philadelphia. 
Cleveland.... 
Richmond . . . 

Atlanta . 

Chicago . 

St.  Louis _ 

Minneapolis.. 
Kansas  City. 

Dallas . 

San  Francisco 


i'A  Dec.  13, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  17,1971 
4)4  Dec.  17, 1971 
4 H  Dec.  17, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  24,1971 
4)4  Dec.  23, 1971 
4 Yi  Dec.  17, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  13, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  23, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  13, 1971 
4)4  Dec.  24,1971 
4)4  Dec.  13, 1971 


2.  Section  201.52  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  201.52  Advances  to  member  banks 
under  section  10(b). 

The  rates  for  advances  to  member 
banks  under  section  10(b)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  are: 


Federal  Reserve  Bank  of—  Rate  Effective 


Boston . . 

New  York. .. 
Philadelphia. 
Cleveland.... 
Richmond ... 

Atlanta . 

Chicago . 

8t.  Louis . 

Minneapolis.. 
Kansas  City. 

Dallas. . . 

San  Francisco 


5  Dec.  13, 1971 

5  Dec.  17, 1971 

6  Dec.  17, 1971 

5  Dec.  17, 1971 
8  Dec.  24, 1971 

6  Dec.  23, 1971 
5  Dec.  17, 1971 
8  Dec.  13, 1971 
8  Dec.  23, 1971 
8  Dec.  13, 1971 
8  Dec.  24, 1971 
8  Dec.  13, 1971 


3.  Section  201.53  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  201.53  Advances  to  persons  other  than 
member  banks. 

The  rates  for  advances  under  the  last 
paragraph  of  section  13  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  to  individuals,  partnerships, 
or  corporations  other  than  member  banks 
secured  by  direct  obligations  of,  or  ob¬ 
ligations  fully  guaranteed  as  to  principal 
and  interest  by,  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof  are : 


Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 


Boston . 

New  York  — 
Philadelphia. 
Cleveland.... 
Richmond.... 

AUanta . 

Chicago...... 

Bt.  Louis . 

Minneapolis.. 
Kansas  City.. 

Dallas . 

Ban  Francisco 


ate 

Effective 

m 

Dec. 

13. 

1971 

6)4 

Dec. 

17, 

1971 

8)4 

Dec. 

17. 

1971 

m 

Dec. 

17, 

1971 

m 

Dec. 

24, 

1971 

w. 

Dec. 

23, 

1971 

Dec. 

17, 

1971 

f)^<2 

Dec. 

13, 

1971 

Dec. 

23, 

1971 

t\^2 

Dec. 

13, 

1971 

6)4 

Dec. 

24, 

1971 

6)4 

Dec. 

13. 

1971 

(IS  UJ3.C.  348(1).  Interprets  or  applies  13 
UJ3.C.  367) 


Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 

[Docket  No.  71-CE-35-AD,  Amdt.  39-1371] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Beech  95—55  and  58  Series  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  inflight  loss 
of  lubricant  from  engines  installed  in 
Beech  Models  95-55  and  58  series  air¬ 
planes  occasioned  by  age  hardening  of 
the  plastic  drain  tube  to  the  point  where 
engine  movement  causes  a  tube  in  this 
condition  to  apply  sufficient  upward  force 
from  contact  with  the  lower  cowling  to 
open  the  oil  sump  quick  drain  valve. 
Since  loss  of  engine  lubricant  can  result 
in  inflight  engine  seizure,  the  manufac¬ 
turer  has  requested  that  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  issue  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  requiring  removal 
of  the  oil  drain  hose.  After  analyzing  the 
problem,  and  since  the  condition  de¬ 
scribed  herein  exists  or  is  likely  to  de¬ 
velop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  same  type 
design,  the  agency  concurs  with  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  that  such  an  AD  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  safety. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AD. 


Beech.  Applies  to  following  airplanes: 


Models  Serial  Numbers  Affected 


95-55-. 

95-A55. 


95-B55  and  95- 
B56A. 

95— B55B. . 

95-C55  and  95- 
C55A. 

D55  and  D55A-. 

E55  and  E55A _ 

58  and  58A _ 


TC-1  through  TC-190. 

TC-191  through  TC-501 
(except  TC-350  and 
TC-371 ) . 

TC— 371,  TC— 520 
through  TC-1409. 

TF-1  through  TP-70. 

TC-350,  TE-1  through 
TE-451. 

TE-452  through  TE-767 

TE-768  through  TE-846 

TH-1  through  TH-173. 


Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished: 

To  prevent  engine  damage  from  loss  oT 
lubricant  due  to  accidental  opening  of  oil 
sump  drains  by  age  stiffened  plastic  drain 
hoses,  within  25  hours’  time  In  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  accomplish  the 
following: 
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Remove  the  oil  drain  tubes  from  the  sump 
drain  valves. 

Beechcraft  Service  Instructions  No.  0473- 
241  pertains  to  this  same  subject. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  5,  1972. 

(Secs.  313(a),  001,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1956,  46  UJ3.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1971. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 
[FR  Doc.72-18  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 46  am] 


(Docket  No.  71-CE-36-AD,  Amdt.  39-1372] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Beech  Musketeer  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  air  box 
valve  failures  cm  Beech  Musketeer  air¬ 
planes  equipped  with  carburetor  engines, 
which  resulted  in  engine  malfunction. 
The  manufacturer  has  requested  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is¬ 
sue  an  airworthiness  directive  requiring 
modification  of  the  carburetor  air  box 
valve  in  accordance  with  Beechcraft 
Service  Instructions  No.  0471-241.  After 
analyzing  the  problem  and  since  the  con¬ 
dition  described  herein  exists  or  is  likely 
to  develop  in  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  design,  the  agency  concurs  with  the 
manufacturer  that  such  an  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  is  required  in  the  interest 
of  safety. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AD. 

Beech.  Applies  to  Models  23,  Serial  Nos.  M-2 
and  M-4  through  M-654;  B23  and  C23, 
Serial  Nos.  M-1095  through  1368;  and 
A23-19,  19A,  M19A,  and  B19  Serial  Nos. 
MB— 1  through  MB— 522  airplanes. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  engine  power  loss  caused  by 
Ingestion  ot  pieces  of  failed  carburetor  air 
box  valves,  within  the  next  25  hours'  time 
In  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
on  airplanes  having  500  hours'  or  more  time 
in  service,  or  within  525  total  hours  time  in 
service  on  airplanes  having  less  than  500 
hours,  accomplish  the  following: 

Replace  existing  carburetor  air  box  valve 
with  a  valve  of  double  thickness  (two  Beech 
P/Ns  169-910027-29  valves  riveted  together), 
and  if  the  valve  shaft  is  aluminum  replace  It 
with  Beech  P/N  169-910049-27  steel  shaft 
assembly.  In  accordance  with  Beechcraft 
Service  Instructions  No.  0471-241,  or  any 
alternate  methods  of  compliance  referred  to 
and  approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Central  Re¬ 
gion. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  5,  1972. 
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(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  Ufl.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act, 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1971. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 
(FR  Doc.72-19  Filed  1-3-72:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  71-CE-32-AD,  Amdt.  39-1373] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Bellanca  Models  17-30A,  17-31  A, 
and  17— 31ATC  Airplanes 

An  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
on  December  17, 1971,  and  made  effective 
immediately  as  to  all  known  owners  of 
Bellanca  Models  17-30 A,  17-31  A,  and  17- 
31ATC  airplanes.  This  AD  was  Issued 
because  of  the  likelihood  of  engine  power 
loss  in  these  model  airplanes  resulting 
from  the  collapse  of  the  main  fuel  supply 
hose  (Aeroquip  Hose  P/N  359-8D-0153) 
located  between  the  firewall  and  the  en¬ 
gine  driven  fuel  pump.  In  order  to  cor¬ 
rect  this  condition  the  directive  requires, 
before  further  flight,  replacement  of  this 
hose  with  Bellanca  P/N  198003-10  hose. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  In¬ 
terest  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
the  AD  effective  immediately  to  the  own¬ 
ers  of  Bellanca  Models  17-30 A,  17-31  A, 
and  17-31ATC  airplanes  by  telegram 
dated  December  17,  1971.  These  condi¬ 
tions  still  exist  and  the  AD  is  hereby 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make  it 
effective  as  to  all  persons. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697), 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AD. 

Bellanca.  Applies  to  Models  17-30A  (Serial 
Nos.  30394,  30395,  30396,  30397,  30398, 
30399,  30400,  30401,  30402,  30403,  and 
30406);  17-81A  (Serial  No.  32-63);  and 
17-31ATC  (Serial  Nos.  31022,  31023, 
31024  and  31025)  Airplanes. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  loss  of  engine  power  due  to 
fuel  starvation,  accomplished  the  following: 

Prior  to  next  flight  replace  hose  Aeroquip 
P/N  359— 8D-0153,  located  between  the  fire¬ 
wall  and  engine  driven  fuel  pump,  with  hose 
Bellanca  P/N  198003-10,  or  an  equivalent 
method  of  compliance  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Central  Region. 

Bellanca  Service  Letter  No.  68  dated  De¬ 
cember  3,  1971,  pertains  to  this  subject. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  5,  1972,  to  all  persons  except 
those  to  whom  it  was  made  effective  by 
telegram  dated  December  17,  1971. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
UB.C.  1665(c)) 


Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1971. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 
[FR  Doc.72-20  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  71-CE-34-AD,  Amdt.  39-1370] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Prestolite  Belt  Driven  Alternator 
Cooling  Fans 

There  have  been  failures  of  Prestolite 
belt  driven  alternators  Installed  on  var¬ 
ious  makes  and  models  of  aircraft  en¬ 
gines.  These  failures  consist  of  the  al¬ 
ternator  cooling  fan  breaking  or  coming 
apart  resulting  in  engine  damage  that 
can  be  hazardous  to  the  safe  operation 
of  affected  aircraft.  One  reported  failure 
resulted  in  an  engine  fire  caused  by  fuel 
that  spilled  from  a  damaged  line  which 
had  been  cut  by  a  piece  that  broke  off 
from  the  alternator  cooling  fan. 

Since  the  condition  described  herein 
exists  or  is  likely  to  develop  on  other  type 
design  engines  utilizing  these  belt  driven 
alternators,  an  Airworthiness  Directive 
is  being  issued  requiring  repetitive  in¬ 
spections  of  the  alternator  cooling  fan 
and  the  replacement  of  this  fan  where 
necessary.  As  a  result  of  tests  being  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  manufacturer,  it  may  be 
necessary  to  amend  the  AD  to  require 
replacement  of  existing  fans  with  one 
of  an  improved  design. 

Since  immediate  action  is  required  in 
the  interest  of  safety,  compliance  with 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  is  impractical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AD. 

Prestolite.  Applies  to  Prestolite  alternator 
cooling  Ians,  P/N  PU1609A  installed  on 
Prestolite  Model  ALV-8402  and  P/N’s 
PU1606  and  PD1606A  Installed  on  Presto¬ 
lite  Models  AT.F.  6406,  ALE  6406R,  ALE 
8105A,  ALE  8105S.  ALE  8406,  ALE  8406R, 
ALE  8408,  ALE  8408R,  ALH  5105,  ALH 
5105S,  ALH  6106S,  ALT  6101A,  ALT 
5101R,  ALT  5102S.  ALT  8403,  ALT  8404, 
8404R,  ALT  8404RS,  ALT  8404LS,  ALU 
8403,  ALU  8403 R,  ALU  8403RS,  ALU 
8403LS,  ALX  6406.  ALX  8403,  ALX  8403R, 
ALX  8403RS,  ALX  8403 LS,  ALT  6406,  ALY 
6406R,  ALY  6407,  ALY  6408,  ALY  6409, 
ALY  8402,  ALY  8403,  ALY  8403R,  ALY 
8403 RS,  ALY  8403LS,  ALY  8405,  ALY 
8405R,  ALY  8410,  ALY  841  OR,  ALZ  8401, 
ALZ  8401 R,  alternators  utilized  In  var¬ 
ious  makes  and  models  of  aircraft 
engines. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  detect  defective  alternator  cooling  fans 
and  minimize  the  probability  of  In-service 
faUures,  accomplish  the  following: 

(A)  On  all  aircraft  with  more  than  100 
hours'  time  In  service,  within  the  next  25 
hours*  time  In  service,  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  previous  75  hours' 
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time  In  service  and  thereafter  at  Intervals 
not  to  exceed  100  hours’  time  In  service  from 
the  last  Inspection,  remove  and  visually  In¬ 
spect  the  alternator  cooling  fan  for  damage, 
distortion,  cracks,  or  breaks.  Replace  all  al¬ 
ternator  cooling  fans  found  damaged,  dis¬ 
torted,  cracked,  or  broken  with  an  airworthy 
fan  prior  to  return  to  service.  Replacement 
and/or  reinstallation  of  the  fan  should  be 
accomplished  In  accordance  with  the  direc¬ 
tions  set  forth  In  Prestollte  Service  Bulletin 
No.  ASM-4  revised  December  27, 1971. 

Note:  When  removing  and  replacing  the 
pulley  retaining  nut  do  not  use  the  cooling 
fan  to  prevent  rotation  of  the  alternator 
shaft.  Use  of  the  fan  to  prevent  shaft  rota¬ 
tion  can  result  In  bending  and  distortion  of 
the  fan  that  will  require  It  to  be  replaced. 

(B)  Notification  In  writing  must  be  sent 
to  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA,  Central  Region,  of  any  defec¬ 
tive  condition  found  during  Inspections  re¬ 
quired  by  this  AD,  Including  alternator  model 
and  serial  number.  Malfunction  or  Defect 
Report,  FAA,  Form  8330-2,  may  be  used  for 
this  purpose.  (Report  approved  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Budget  under  BOB  No.  04-R0174.) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
January  5, 1972. 

(8ecs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.8.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  22, 1971. 

Chester  W.  Wells, 
Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-21  Filed  l-3-72;8:46  ami 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-NE-6] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  page  19398  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  dated  October  5,  1971,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  published  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making  which  would 
alter  the  Montpelier,  Vt.,  control  zone  (36 
F.R.  2107)  and  transition  area  (36  F.R. 
2236). 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  March  2,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  US.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  16, 1971. 

W.  E.  Crosby,  Jr., 
Deputy  Director, 

New  England  Region. 


1.  Amend  S  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
delete  the  description  of  the  Montpelier, 
Vt.,  Control  Zone  and  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof : 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  center, 
44*  12' 15”  N„  72*33'45”  W„  of  Edward  F. 
Knapp  (Barre-Montpelier)  State  Airport, 
Barre-Montpeller,  Vt.;  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  Montpelier  VOR  163*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  south  of  the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  23  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
southwest  of  the  end  of  Runway  23. 

2.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  the  Montpelier, 
Vt.,  700-foot  transition  area  and  insert 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center,  44*12'16”  N„  72°33'45" 
W.,  of  Edward  F.  Knapp  (Barre-Montpelier) 
State  Airport,  Barre-Montpeller,  Vt.;  within 
6.5  miles  west  and  5  miles  east  of  the  Mont¬ 
pelier  VOR  163*  radial  extending  from  the 
10-mlle  radius  zone  to  11.5  miles  south  of 
the  VOR. 

[FR  Doc.72-22  Filed  1-3-72:8:46  am] 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  November  11,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  21601)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  (FAA)  was  considering  amendments 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  alter  the  description 
of  the  Pasco,  Wash.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections.  No  objections 
have  been  received  and  the  proposed 
amendments  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  0901  G.m.t.  2  March  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  23,  1971, 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 

Director. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  15113)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Pasco,  Wash,  transition  area 
is  amended  as  follows: 

Add:  *****  that  air  space  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface, 
southwest  of  Pasco,  Wash.,  bounded  on 
the  north  by  the  south  edge  of  V-298,  on 
the  east  by  the  west  edge  of  V-112W  and 
on  the  southwest  by  the  northeast  edge 
of  V-4.” 

[FR  Doc.72-23  Filed  l-3-72;8:46  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-167] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 

CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  November  19,  1971,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  22071),  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  designate  the  Ameri- 
cus,  Ga.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  March 
2,  1972,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140),  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added: 

Americtjs,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  Souther  Field  (lat.  32°07'00”  N.,  long. 
84°11’30”  W.);  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  047*  bearing  from  Souther  RBN  (lat. 
32°07'00”  N„  long.  84°11'30"  W.),  extending 
from  the  6.5-mlle-radius  area  to  8.5  miles 
northeast  of  the  RBN. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  23,  1971. 

James  G.  Rogers, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc .72-24  Filed  1-3-72:8:47  am] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-WA-2B] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 

ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Designation  of  Area  High  Routes 

On  November  3,  1971,  F.R.  Doc.  71- 
15970  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (36  F.R.  21030)  with  an  effective 
date  of  January  6,  1972. 

This  document  amended  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations,  in  part,  by 
establishing  area  navigation  routes 
J826R,  J827R,  J830R,  J834R,  J836R. 
J839R,  J846R,  and  J849R  serving  parts 
of  the  central  and  eastern  United  States. 

New  area  high  route.  J836R,  between 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  in¬ 
advertantly  listed  Dubuque,  Iowa,  as  the 
reference  facility  for  the  “Bradford,  Ill.” 
waypoint.  Also,  new  area  high  route, 
J839R,  between  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  listed  “Woodbine,  Ga,”  as 
the  name  for  the  first  waypoint.  However, 
this  waypoint  location  is  nearly  coinci¬ 
dent  with  the  “Kings”  intersection  on  low 
altitude  airway  Victor  267 ;  therefore,  the 
waypoint  should  also  be  named  “Kings.” 
Action  is  taken  herein  to  reflect  these  two 
changes. 
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Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture  with  no  substantive  change  in  the 
regulation,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary,  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  on  less  than  30  days  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (1-4-72),  FJt.  Doc.  71-15970 
(36  FJt.  21030)  is  amended  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth. 

In  J826R  delete  second  waypoint  in¬ 
formation  “Bradford.  Ill.,  41°09'35'7 
89°35'16"  Dubuque,  Iowa”  and  substitute 
“Bradford,  HI.,  41°09'35'789°35'16"  Iowa 
City,  Iowa”  therefor.  Also,  in  J839R  de¬ 
lete  first  waypoint  information  “Wood¬ 
bine,  Ga„  30*45'00'781*44'02"  Savan¬ 
nah,  Ga.H  and  substitute  “Kings,  Ga., 
30*45'00'781‘44'02"  Savannah,  Ga.” 
therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  otf  1958, 
49  US.C.  1348(a));  sec.  8(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  UJ9.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  23, 1971. 

T.  McCormack, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.72-25  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  am] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of  An¬ 
imals  or  for  the  Treatment  of  Food- 
Producing  Animals 

Mineral  Oil  as  a  Permitted  Ingredient 
in  Feed  Grade  Biuret 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  in  a  petition  (MF- 
3370V)  filed  by  The  Dow  Chemical  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  1706,  Midland,  Mich. 
48640,  and  other  relevant  material,  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  food  additive  regulations 
should  be  amended  as  set  forth  below 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  mineral 
oil  as  a  permitted  ingredient  in  feed 
grade  biuret. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120),  Part  121  is  amended; 

1.  In  §  121.246(b)  by  adding  a  new 
subparagraph,  as  follows: 

§  121.246  Mineral  oil. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  To  serve  as  a  diluent  carrier  in  the 
manufacture  of  feed  grade  biuret  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  good  manufacturing 
practice. 


2.  In  §  121.328  by  revising  paragraph 
(a),  as  follows: 

§  121.328  Feed  grade  biuret. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(a)  The  food  additive  is  the  product 
resulting  from  the  controlled  pyrolysis 
of  urea  conforming  to  the  following 


specifications: 

Percent 

Biuret _ 60.0  minimum. 

Urea _ _ _ 15.0  maximum. 

Cyan  uric  acid  and  triuret _ 21.0  maximum. 

Mineral  oil _ 0.5  maximum. 

Total  nitrogen  (equivalent  to  35.0  minimum. 

218.75  percent  crude  pro¬ 
tein). 

•  •  •  •  • 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852,  written  objections  thereto  in 
quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  Received  objec¬ 
tions  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  dur¬ 
ing  working  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (1-4-72). 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 

(c)(1)) 

Dated:  December  21, 1971. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-69  Filed  1-3-72:8:50  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 
PART  135c— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS  IN 
ORAL  DOSAGE  FORMS 

Sulfadimethoxine  Oral  Suspension 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  a  supplemental  new 
animal  drug  application  (43-785V)  filed 
by  Hoffman-La  Roche,  Inc.,  Nutley,  N.J. 
07110  proposing  the  safe  and  effective 
use  of  sulfadimethoxine  oral  suspension 
for  the  treatment  of  cats.  The  supple¬ 
mental  application  is  approved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C. 
360b (i) )  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 
Part  135c  is  amended  in  S  135c. 46  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (d)(1)  as  follows: 


§  135c. 46  Sulfadimethoxine  oral  Bus- 
pension. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(1)  It  is  intended  for  use  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  sulfonamide  susceptible  bacte¬ 
rial  infections  in  dogs  and  cats  and 
enteritis  associated  with  ooccidloeis  in 
dogs. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (1-4-72). 

(Sec.  512(1)  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C.  360b(l)) 
Dated:  December  21,  1971. 

Fred  J.  Kingma, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 
[FR  Doc.72-71  Filed  l-3-72;8:51  am] 


PART  135f— NEW  ANIMAL  DRUGS 
FOR  MISCELLANEOUS  USE 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  an  application  (42-427V) 
filed  by  Ayerst  Laboratories,  Inc.,  propos¬ 
ing  the  safe  and  effective  use  of  tricaine 
methanesulfonate  as  an  anesthetic  and 
tranquilizer  in  fish  and  other  cold¬ 
blooded  animals.  The  application  is  ap¬ 
proved. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  512(1) ,  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C. 
360b (i))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  a 
new  Part  135f  consisting  at  this  time  of 
one  section  is  added  to  Title  21,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  135f.2  Tricaine  methanesulfonate. 

(a)  Chemical  name.  Ethyl-m-amino- 
benzoate  methanesulfonate. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  code  No.  038  in 
§  135.501  (c)  of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  It  is  used  for 
the  temporary  immobilization  of  fish, 
amphibians,  and  other  aquatic  cold¬ 
blooded  animals  (poikilotherms)  as  an 
aid  in  handling  during  manual  spawning 
(fish  stripping),  weighing,  measuring, 
marking,  surgical  operations,  transport, 
photography,  and  research. 

(2)  It  is  used  as  follows: 

(i)  For  fish  the  drug  is  added  to  am¬ 
bient  water  at  a  concentration  of  from 
15  to  330  milligrams  per  liter  depending 
upon  the  degree  of  anesthetization  or 
sedation  desired,  the  species  and  size  of 
the  fish,  and  the  temperature  and  soft¬ 
ness  of  the  water.  Preliminary  tests  of 
solutions  must  be  made  with  small  num¬ 
bers  of  fish  to  determine  the  desired 
rates  of  sedation  or  anesthesia  and  the 
appropriate  exposure  times  for  the  spe¬ 
cific  lots  of  fish  under  prevailing  condi¬ 
tions. 

(ii)  For  amphibians  and  other  aquatic 
cold-blooded  animals,  the  drug  is  added 
to  ambient  water  in  concentrations  of 
from  1:1000  to  1:20,000  depending  upon 
species  and  stage  of  development. 
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(ill)  Do  not  use  within  21  days  of  har¬ 
vesting  fish  for  food.  Use  in  fish  intend*- 
ed  for  food  should  be  restricted  to  Ictal- 
uridae,  Salmonidae,  Esocidae,  and  Per- 
cidae,  and  water  temperature  should  ex¬ 
ceed  10°  C.  (50°  F.>.  In  other  fish  and  in 
cold-blooded  animals,  the  drug  should 
be  limited  to  hatchery  or  laboratory  use. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (1-4-72). 

(Sec.  612(1),  82  Stat.  347;  21  U.S.C.  360b(l)) 
Dated:  December  21,  1971. 

Fred  J.  Kingma, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  ol 
Veterinary  Medicine. 

|FR  Doc.72-72  Filed  l-3-72;8:51  am] 


PART  148m— OLEANDOMYCIN 
Oleandomycin  Phosphate;  Revocation 

In  a  notice  (DESI  10902)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  October  15,  1970 
(35  F.R.  16199),  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  announced  the  conclu¬ 
sions  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  following  evaluation  of  reports  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences-National  Research  Council, 
Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group,  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  preparations  containing  oleando¬ 
mycin  phosphate,  marketed  by  Chas. 
Pfizer  and  Co.,  235  East  42nd  Street,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10017: 

1.  Matromycin  Capsules  (NDA  10- 
551) ; 

2.  Oleandomycin  Intramuscular  (NDA 
10-902);  and 

3.  Oleandomycin  Parenteral  (NDA  10- 
902). 

The  notice  stated  that  these  drugs  were 
regarded  as  possibly  effective  for  certain 
of  their  labeled  indications.  These  indi¬ 
cations  have  been  reclassified  as  lack¬ 
ing  substantial  evidence  of  effectiveness 
in  that  such  evidence  has  not  been  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  the  notice  of  October 
15,  1970.  Accordingly'  the  Commissioner 
concludes  that  the  antibiotic  drug  regu¬ 
lations  should  be  amended  as  follows  to 
revoke  provisions  for  certification  of  such 
drugs. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  502,  507,  52  Stat.  1050-51  as 
amended,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21 
U.S.C.  352,  357)  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120) ,  Part  148m  is  amended  as  follows: 

§  1 18111.I  [Revoked] 

1.  Section  148m. 1  Oleandomycin  phos¬ 
phate  is  revoked. 

2.  Section  148m.2  is  revised  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)(1)  (ii)  and  (iii)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  148m. 2  Troleandomycin 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(ii)  Microbiological  agar  diffusion  as¬ 
say.  Proceed  as  directed  in  S  141.110  of 


this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  the  sample  in 
sufficient  80  percent  isopropyl  alcohol 
solution  (solution  15)  to  give  a  stock 
solution  of  convenient  concentration. 
Further  dilute  an  aliquot  in  0.2AT  potas¬ 
sium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  10.5  (solution 
10),  to  the  reference  concentration  of  15 
micrograms  of  troleandomycin  per  milli¬ 
liter  (estimated). 

(iii)  Microbiological  turbidimetric  as¬ 
say.  Proceed  as  directed  in  8  141.111  of 
this  chapter,  preparaing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  an  accurately 
weighed  sample  in  sufficient  80  percent 
isopropyl  alcohol  solution  (solution  15) 
to  give  a  stock  solution  containing  1,000 
micrograms  per  milliliter.  Further  dilute 
the  stock  solution  with  1  percent  potas¬ 
sium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution 
1),  to  the  reference  concentration  of  25 
micrograms  of  troleandomycin  per  milli¬ 
liter  (estimated). 

*  *  •  *  * 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  removal  of  any  such  drugs 
from  the  market  may  file  objections  to 
this  order  and  request  a  hearing,  show¬ 
ing  reasonable  grounds  for  the  hearing. 
The  statement  of  reasonable  grounds  and 
request  for  a  hearing  shall  be  submitted 
in  writing  within  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register,  shall 
state  the  reasons  why  the  antibiotic  drug 
regulations  should  not  be  so  amended, 
and  shall  include  a  well  organized  and 
full  factual  analysis  of  the  clinical  and 
other  investigational  data  the  objector 
is  prepared  to  prove  in  support  of  his 
objections. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest 
upon  mere  allegations  or  denials,  but 
must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing  that 
a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
requires  a  hearing.  When  it  clearly  ap¬ 
pears  from  the  data  incorporated  into 
or  referred  to  by  the  objections  and  from 
the  factual  analysis  in  the  request  for 
a  hearing  that  no  genuine  issue  of  fact 
precludes  the  action  taken  by  this  order, 
the  Commissioner  will  enter  an  order 
stating  his  findings  and  conclusions  on 
such  data. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  and  justified 
by  the  objections,  the  issues  will  be  de¬ 
fined  and  a  hearing  examiner  named  to 
conduct  the  hearing.  The  provisions  of 
Subpart  F  of  21  CFR  Part  2  shall  apply 
to  such  hearing,  except  as  modified  by 
21  CFR  146.1(f),  and  to  judicial  review 
in  accord  with  section  701  (f)  and  (g)  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (35  F.R.  7250,  May  8,  1970). 

Objections  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  be  filed  (preferably  in  quintupli- 
cate)  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md.  20852.  Received  objections  and  re¬ 
quests  for  a  hearing  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  regular  business 
hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  40  days  after  its  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  If  objec¬ 


tions  are  filed,  the  effective  date  will  be 
extended  for  ruling  thereon.  In  so  ruling, 
the  Commissioner  will  specify  another 
effective  date. 

Dated:  December  27,  1971. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-63  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 60  am] 


Title  22— FOREIGN  RELATIONS 

Chapter  I — Department  of  State 

[Dept.  Reg.  108.661] 

PART  41— VISAS:  DOCUMENTATION 
OF  NONIMMIGRANTS  UNDER  THE 
IMMIGRATION  AND  NATIONALITY 
ACT  AS  AMENDED 

Nonresident  Alien  Mexican  Border 
Crossing  Cards 

Part  41,  Chapter  I,  Title  22  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
to  provide  that  an  application  for  a 
Mexican  nonresident  alien  border  cross¬ 
ing  card  be  made  on  Form  1-190,  Form 
FS-257  or  Form  FS-257a. 

Section  41.128(b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  41.128  Nonresident  alien  Mexican  bor¬ 
der  crossing  cards. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Application  for  nonresident  alien 
Mexican  border  crossing  card.  A  citizen 
of  Mexico  shall  apply  on  Form  1-190, 
Form  FS-257  or  Form  FS-257a  for  a 
nonresident  alien  border  crossing  card, 
supporting  his  application  with  evidence 
of  Mexican  citizenship  and  residence,  a 
valid  unexpired  Mexican  passport,  and 
one  photograph,  1 V2  inches  square.  Each 
applicant  applying  at  a  consular  office, 
except  a  child  under  14  years  of  age, 
shall  appear  in  person  before  a  consular 
officer  and  be  interrogated  regarding  his 
eligibility  for  a  temporary  visitor  visa. 
*  *  *  •  • 
Effective  date.  The  amendment  to  the 
regulations  contained  in  this  order  shall 
become  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (1-4-72). 

The  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (80  Stat.  383;  5  U.S.C. 
553)  relative  to  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  are  inapplicable  to  this  order  be¬ 
cause  the  regulations  contained  herein 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the 
United  States. 

(Sec.  104,  66  Stat.  174;  8  U.S.C.  1104) 

[seal]  Barbara  M.  Watson, 

Administrator,  Bureau  of 
Security  and  Consular  Affairs. 

December  17, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.72-62  Filed  l-3-72;8:50  am] 
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Title  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  A — INCOME  TAX 

[T.D.  7168] 

PART  12— TEMPORARY  INCOME  TAX 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  REVE¬ 
NUE  ACT  OF  1971 

Election  Regarding  Income  From 
Certain  Aircraft  and  Vessels 

The  following  regulations  relate  to  the 
application  of  section  861(e)  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  added  by 
section  314  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1971 
(Public  Law  92-178,  89  Stat.  497),  to  the 
election  to  treat  income  from  certain 
aircraft  and  vessels  as  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States. 

The  regulations  set  forth  herein  are 
temporary  and  are  designed  to  inform 
taxpayers  of  the  time  and  manner  of 
electing  to  treat  income  from  certain 
aircraft  and  vessels  as  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  under 
subsection  (e)  of  section  861  with  respect 
to  elections  made  after  December  10, 
1971,  and  before  the  issuance  of  regula¬ 
tions  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  or 
his  delegate. 

In  order  to  provide  such  temporary 
regulations  under  section  861(e)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  regulations  are  adopted: 

§  12.1  Election  to  treat  income  from 
certain  aircraft  and  vessels  as  income 
from  sources  within  the  United 
States. 

(a)  In  general.  Under  section  861(e)  a 
taxpayer  owning  certain  aircraft  or  ves¬ 
sels  manufactured  in  the  United  States 
who  leases  them  to  certain  United  States 
persons  may  elect  to  treat  amounts  in¬ 
cludible  in  gross  income  with  respect  to 
such  aircraft  or  vessels  as  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States.  A  ves¬ 
sel  or  aircraft  with  respect  to  which  an 
election  was  made  carries  that  election 
with  it  if  it  is  transferred  pursuant  to  a 
transaction  described  in  section  861(e) 
(4). 

(b)  Time  and  manner  of  making  elec¬ 
tion.  The  election  by  a  taxpayer  to  treat 
income  from  certain  aircraft  and  vessels 
as  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  must  be  made  not  later  than  the 
time,  including  extensions  thereof,  pre¬ 
scribed  by  law  for  filing  the  income  tax 
return  for  the  first  taxable  year  selected 
by  the  taxpayer  for  application  of  the 
rules  of  section  861(e)  or  March  31,  1972, 
whichever  is  later.  The  election  shall  be 
made  by  a  statement  attached  to  the  tax¬ 
payer's  return  (or  an  amended  return) 
for  the  first  taxable  year  for  which  it  is  to 
be  effective.  The  statement  shall  Indicate 
that  the  election  is  made  under  section 
861(e),  shall  set  forth  information  to 
Identify  the  vessel  or  aircraft  to  which  it 
applies,  and  shall  state  that  the  electing 
taxpayer  is  the  owner  of  the  aircraft  or 
vesaeL  In  addition  the  statement  shall 
represent: 


(1)  That  the  vessel  is  section  38  prop¬ 
erty  or  would  be  section  38  property  but 
for  section  48(a)  (5) ; 

(2)  That  the  vessel  or  aircraft  is  leased 
to  a  United  States  person  who  is  not  a 
member  of  the  same  controlled  group  of 
corporations  (as  defined  in  section  1563) 
as  the  taxpayer  and  shall  include  the 
name  and  taxpayer  identification  num¬ 
ber  of  the  lessee;  and 

(3)  That  the  vessel  or  aircraft  was 
manufactured  or  constructed  in  the 
United  States. 

A  copy  of  the  statement  of  election  shall 
be  sent  by  the  taxpayer  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Internal  Revenue  (Attention 
ACTS:A:P:),  Washington,  DC.  20224. 

(c)  Special  rules  concerning  revocation 
of  elections  and  permanent  regulations. 
(1)  An  election  made  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be 
binding  unless  consent  to  revoke  is  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Commissioner.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  revoke  the  election  will  not 
be  accepted  before  the  promulgation  of 
the  permanent  regulations  under  section 
861(e). 

(2)  If  the  permanent  regulations 
which  are  issued  under  section  861(e) 
require  the  furnishing  of  information 
additional  to  that  which  was  furnished 
with  the  statement  of  election  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section 
the  taxpayer  must  furnish  such  addi¬ 
tional  Information  in  a  statement  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  district  director,  or  the 
director  of  the  Internal  Revenue  service 
center,  with  whom  the  election  was  filed. 
This  statement  must  clearly  identify  the 
election  and  the  taxable  year  for  which  It 
was  made. 

Because  of  the  need  for  immediate 
guidance  with  respect  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  this  Treasury  decision,  it  is 
found  impracticable  to  issue  it  with  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  thereon  under 
subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of  title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  or  subject  to  the 
effective  date  limitation  of  subsection 

(d)  of  that  section. 

(Sec.  7806,  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
68A  Stat.  917;  26  U.8.C.  7805) 

[seal!  Johnnie  M.  Walters, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  December  29, 1971. 

Edwin  S.  Cohen, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.71-19170  Filed  12-30-71;8:49  am] 


Title  46— SHIPPING 

Chapter  II — Maritime  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER  K — REGULATIONS  UNDER  PUBLIC 
LAW  91-469 

[General  Order  109,  Rev.,  Amdt.  3] 

PART  390— CAPITAL  CONSTRUCTION 
FUND 

Deposits  for  Taxable  Years  1970  and 
1971 

The  following  regulations  relate  to  the 
application  of  section  607  of  the  Mer¬ 


chant  Marine  Act,  1936  (46  U.S.C.  1177), 
as  amended  by  section  21(a)  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat.  1026) 
and  to  the  requirements  of  the  execution 
of  agreements  relating  to  capital  con¬ 
struction  funds  and  deposits  therein.  The 
regulations  set  forth  herein  are  tem¬ 
porary  and  are  designed  to  provide 
transitional  rules  with  respect  to  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  agreements  relating  to  capital 
construction  funds  and  deposits  therein. 
The  regulations  are  effective  until  the 
issuance  of  final  regulations  to  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  and  approved  by  the  Secretary 
or  his  delegate  and  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  or  his  delegate. 

In  order  to  extend  the  time  within 
which  deposits  may  be  made  in  capital 
construction  funds  with  respect  to  in¬ 
come  reported  on  the  taxpayer’s  1970  or 
1971  return,  S  390.1  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  390.1  Deposits  for  taxable  years  1970 
and  1971. 

In  the  case  of  a  taxable  year  of  a  tax¬ 
payer  beginning  after  December  31, 1969, 
and  before  January  1, 1972,  the  rules  gov¬ 
erning  the  execution  of  agreements  and 
deposits  under  such  agreements  shall  be 
as  follows: 

(a)  A  capital  construction  fund  agree¬ 
ment  executed  and  entered  into  by  the 
taxpayer  on  or  prior  to  the  due  date, 
with  extensions,  for  the  filing  of  his  Fed¬ 
eral  income  tax  return  for  such  taxable 
year  or  years  will  be  deemed  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  the  execution  of  such 
agreement  or  as  of  the  close  of  business 
of  the  last  regular  business  day  of  each 
such  taxable  year  or  years  to  which  such 
deposit  relates,  whichever  day  is  earlier. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  where 
(1)  for  taxable  years  beginning  after 
December  31,  1969,  and  prior  to  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1971,  an  application  for  a  capital 
construction  fund  agreement  is  filed  by 
a  taxpayer  prior  to  January  1,  1972,  and 
a  capital  construction  fund  agreement  is 
executed  and  entered  into  by  the  tax¬ 
payer  prior  to  March  1,  1972,  and  (2)  for 
taxable  years  beginning  after  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1970,  and  prior  to  January  1, 1972, 
an  application  for  a  capital  construction 
fund  agreement  is  filed  by  a  taxpayer 
prior  to  January  1,  1973,  and  a  capital 
construction  fund  agreement  is  executed 
and  entered  into  by  the  taxpayer  prior 
to  March  1,  1973  (or,  if  earlier,  60  days 
after  the  publication  of  final  joint  regu¬ 
lations  under  section  607  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended) ;  then 
such  a  capital  construction  fund  agree¬ 
ment  will  be  deemed  to  be  effective  as 
of  the  close  of  business  of  the  last  regular 
business  day  of  each  such  taxable  year 
or  years  to  which  such  deposit  relates. 

(c)  Deposits  made  in  a  capital  con¬ 
struction  fund  pursuant  to  such  an 
agreement  within  60  days  after  the  date 
of  execution  of  the  agreement,  or  on  or 
prior  to  the  due  date,  with  extensions, 
far  the  filing  of  his  Federal  income  tax 
return  for  such  taxable  year  or  years, 
whichever  date  shall  be  later,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  been  made  on  the  date 
of  the  actual  deposit  or  as  of  the  close 
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of  business  of  the  last  regular  busi¬ 
ness  day  of  each  such,  taxable  year  or 
years  to  which  such  deposit  relates, 
whichever  day  Is  earlier. 

(d)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  alter 
the  rules  and  regulations  governing  the 
timing  of  deposits  with  respect  to  exist¬ 
ing  capital  and  special  reserve  funds  or 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  deposits 
for  any  taxable  year  or  years  other  than 
a  taxable  year  or  years  beginning  after 
December  31,  1969,  and  before  January 
1, 1972. 

(Sec.  204(g),  49  St&t.  1987,  as  amended;  46 
US.C.  1114;  Public  Law  91-469,  84  Stat.  1018; 
Sec.  21  (a) ,  84  Stat.  1026) 

Dated:  December  30. 1971. 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr„ 
Secretary, 

Maritime  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.72-152  Plied  1-5-72:8:62  am] 

Title  30— MINERAL  RESOURCES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Mines, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAPTER  O — COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND 
SAFETY 

PART  75  —  MANDATORY  SAFETY 
STANDARDS,  UNDERGROUND  COAL 
MINES 

Fire  Suppression  Devices  and  Fire- 
Resistant  Hydraulic  Fluids  on 
Underground  Equipment;  Notice  of 
Extension  of  Effective  Date 

On  Friday,  October  8,  1971  there  was 
promulgated  In  the  Federal  Register 
(36  FJt.  19583),  §§  75.1107-1  through 
75.1107-15  of  Part  75  of  Chapter  I,  Sub¬ 
chapter  O,  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  which  set  forth  specifica¬ 
tions  for  fire  suppression  devices  re¬ 
quired  to  be  installed  on  attended  and 
unattended  underground  equipment  and 
designated  suitable  fire-resistant  hy¬ 
draulic  fluids  approved  by  the  Secretary 
for  use  in  hydraulic  systems  of  such 
equipment.  Due  to  a  work  stoppage  which 
was  in  effect  In  numerous  coal  mines 
when  the  standards  were  promulgated 
their  effective  date  was  extended  from 
November  22,  1971  to  December  31,  1971 
by  a  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  9,  1971  (36  F.R. 
370). 

Since  the  original  promulgation  of  the 
standards  on  October  8,  1971,  meetings 
have  been  held  with  representatives  of 
manufacturers  of  fire  protection  equip¬ 
ment  designed  for  use  in  mines  and  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  coal  mining  industry. 
These  meetings  have  disclosed  that  the 
standards  as  promulgated  would  pre¬ 
clude  the  use  of  several  innovative  fire 
protection  devices,  systems  and  methods 
which  would  provide  equivalent  or  su¬ 
perior  fire  protection  to  those  required 
under  the  standards.  Other  deficiencies 
in  the  standards  of  a  minor  nature  have 
also  been  called  to  our  attention. 

Installation  of  fire  suppression  de¬ 
vices  and  systems  is  a  major  undertak- 
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lng.  Once  such  devices  and  systems  are 
installed  they  are  not  easily  modified 
and  In  any  case  could  not  be  modified 
and  remain  within  the  requirements  of 
the  standards. 

Accordingly,  the  effective  date  of  the 
standards  relating  to  fire  suppression 
devices  and  fire  resistant  hydraulic 
fluids  which  were  promulgated  October 
8,  1971  (36  FJt.  19583)  is  extended  for 
120  days  from  December  31,  1971,  to 
April  29,  1972.  Consultations  and  studies 
Intended  to  improve  the  standards  and 
to  make  them  more  flexible  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  shortly  at  which  time  amend¬ 
ments  and  revisions  of  the  standards 
will  be  published  as  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing.  In  the  interim  all  of  the  other 
mandatory  standards  relating  to  fire 
protection  in  underground  ooal  mines 
which  are  currently  in  effect  (see 
§§  75.1100  through  75.1108-1,  Part  75, 
Title  30,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations) 
will,  of  course,  remain  in  effect  and  will 
be  rigorously  enforced. 

John  B.  Rigg, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

December  28, 1971. 

[FR  Doc.72-15  Filed  1-3-72:8:46  am] 

Title  41— PUBUC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  103 — Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  G — TRANSPORTATION  AND 
MOTOR  VEHICLES 

PART  103-40— TRANSPORTATION 
AND  TRAFFIC  MANAGEMENT 

Subpart  103—40.53 — Bills  of  Lading 

Exceptions  To  Use  of  U.S.  Government 
Bill  of  Lading  Forms 

Chapter  103,  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low.  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
provide  for  the  settlement  of  transporta¬ 
tion  charges  on  small  shipments  by  the 
Imprest  fund  method  of  payment  when 
advantageous  to  the  Government  and  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  carrier  involved. 

It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
to  allow  time  for  interested  parties  to 
take  part  in  the  rule  making  process. 
However,  the  amendment  contained 
herein  is  minor  and  entirely  adminis¬ 
trative  in  nature.  Therefore,  the  public 
rule  making  process  is  waived  in  this 
instance. 

Section  103-40.5310  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (b)  and  adding  para¬ 
graph  (c)  as  follows; 

§  103—40.5310  Exceptions  to  use  of  U.S. 
Government  Bill  of  Lading  forms. 
***** 

(b)  Payment  from  imprest  funds. 
Comptroller  General  Decision  B-163758, 
dated  May  6,  1971,  and  Treasury  De¬ 
partment  Circular  No.  1030,  Second  Re- 
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vision.  Amendment  No.  1,  dated  July  6. 
1971,  authorizes  settlement  of  transpor¬ 
tation  charges  on  small  shipments  by  the 
imprest  fund  method  of  payment  when 
advantageous  to  the  Government  and 
agreeable  to  the  carrier  involved.  The  use 
of  imprest  funds  for  such  shipments  shall 
be  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
FPR  1-3.604  and  HEWPR  3-3.604,  and 
subject  to  the  following  limitations: 

(1)  Transportation  charges  paid  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  imprest  fund  procedures 
shall  not  exceed  $25  for  any  one 
transaction. 

(2)  Imprest  funds  shall  not  be  used 
to  pay  for  international  shipments  or 
for  household  goods  van  shipments. 

(3)  Payment  of  transportation  charges 
shall  not  be  made  prior  to  performance 
of  the  service. 

(c)  Use  of  commercial  forms  and  pro¬ 
cedures.  (Applicable  only  to  Government 
property.)  Subject  to  the  following  lim¬ 
itations  and  instructions,  the  head  of  a 
procuring  activity  or  his  designee  (see 
§3-75.103  HEWPR),  may  for  specific 
circumstances,  approve  the  use  of  com¬ 
mercial  forms  and  procedures  to  procure 
freight  or  express  transportation  serv¬ 
ices  for  designated  types  of  small  ship¬ 
ments  when  he  determines  that  this  pro¬ 
cedure  is  more  efficient  and  economical 
than  the  use  of  Government  bills  of  lad¬ 
ing  or  the  imprest  fund  method  of  pay¬ 
ment  set  forth  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section.  This  discretionary  authority  is 
directed  toward  those  shipping  situa¬ 
tions  wherein  it  is  cumbersome  and  im¬ 
practical  to  issue  Government  bills  of 
lading  at  origin,  and  relatively  expensive 
to  convert  commercial  bills  to  Govern¬ 
ment  bills  of  lading  at  destination,  for 
small  shipments  bearing  a  nominal  trans¬ 
portation  charge. 

(1)  Limitations  on  the  use  of  commer¬ 
cial  forms.  The  discretionary  authority 
to  approve  the  use  of  commercial  bills  of 
lading  or  express  receipts,  for  shipping 
property  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States,  is  subject  to  the  following 
limitations: 

(i)  The  administrative  authorization 
to  use  commercial  forms  and  procedures 
must  clearly  define  and  describe  the  par¬ 
ticular  shipping  circumstances  and  con¬ 
ditions  in  which  they  may  be  used  for 
small  shipments,  following  an  adminis¬ 
trative  determination  that  commercial 
forms  and  procedures  will  be  more  effi¬ 
cient  and  economical  than  standard 
Government  forms  and  procedures  for 
the  particular  circumstances  considered. 
A  copy  of  each  such  authorization  and 
any  amendments  extending,  curtailing, 
or  canceling  an  authorization  shall  be 
sent  to  the  Transportation  Division,  U.S. 
General  Accounting  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20548. 

(li)  In  no  circumstances  shall  the  use 
of  commercial  forms  and  procedures  be 
authorized,  unless  the  transportation 
charges  ordinarily  do  not  exceed  $25  per 
shipment  and  the  occasional  exception 
does  not  exceed  this  monetary  limitation 
by  an  unreasonable  amount. 

(iii)  A  letter  of  agreement  must  be 
executed  by  each  participating  carrier 
(or  Its  agent)  signifying  acceptance  of 
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the  arrangements  to  use  commercial  bills 
and  procedures.  The  letter  shall  contain 
the  following  provision:  “The  shipments 
covered  by  this  agreement  are  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
standard  form  of  the  U.S.  Government 
Bill  of  Lading  and  any  other  applicable 
contract  or  agreement  of  the  carrier  for 
the  transportation  of  shipments  for  the 
United  States  on  Government  bills  of 
lading."  The  head  of  the  procuring  ac¬ 
tivity  approving  the  use  of  commercial 
forms  and  procedures  shall  advise  each 
participating  carrier  (or  its  agent)  of 
this  requirement.  A  copy  of  each  such 
agreement  shall  be  retained  by  the  head 
of  the  procuring  activity.  Bach  partici¬ 
pating  carrier  (or  its  agent)  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  file  a  oopy  of  each  such  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  appropriate  fiscal  office 
(organization  and  address)  responsible 
for  payment  of  transportation  charges. 

(2)  Agreements.  Agreements  have 
been  accepted  by  GSA  with  certain  car¬ 
riers  for  use  by  civilian  agencies  for  ship¬ 
ments  on  commercial  bills  of  lading.  Such 
agreements  are  announced  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  GSA  Bulletins  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  Management  regulations. 
These  agreements  may  be  utilized  when 
advantageous.  Additional  agreements, 
when  accepted  by  GSA,  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  and  become  available  for  use  in 
a  similar  manner. 

(6  UAC.  301;  40  U.S.C.  486(c) ) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (1-4-72). 

Dated:  December  16, 1971. 

Norman  B.  Houston, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.72-56  Filed  1-8-72:8:49  am] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Land  Order  5147] 

[F— 019125 1 

ALASKA 

Transfer  of  Lands  From  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  to 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Department  of 
the  Navy;  Partial  Amendment  of 
Public  Land  Order  No.  1932 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  Fit. 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 


1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  lands,  which  were 
withdrawn  for  use  of  the  Department  of 
the  Air  Force  as  a  part  of  the  Point  Bar- 
row  Air  Force  Station  by  Public  Land 
Order  No.  1932  of  July  31,  1959,  are 
hereby  transferred  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Department  of  the  Navy  for  use  in 
conjunction  with  the  Arctic  Research 
Laboratory. 

Barrow,  Alaska 

A  parcel  of  lend  located  approximately  4.5 
miles  northeast  of  Barrow,  In  the  Second 
Judicial  District,  State  of  Alaska,  more  spe¬ 
cifically  described  as  follows: 

Commencing  at  TJ.S.C.  A  O  S.  Station  Point 
Barrow — South  Base;  thence  west  a  dis¬ 
tance  at  4,832.88  feet;  thence  north  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  146  feet,  more  or  less,  to  the  mean 
high  waterline  of  Imlkpuk  Lake;  thence 
northerly  a  distance  of  3,560  feet,  more  or 
less,  along  said  mean  high  waterline  to  a 
point,  said  point 'being  the  true  point  of 
beginning  of  this  description;  thence  N. 
50*  E.,  a  distance  of  700  feet;  thence  south 
a  distance  erf  312  feet;  thence  S.  50*  W., 
a  distance  of  480  feet,  more  or  lees,  to 
said  mean  high  waterline;  thence  north¬ 
erly  along  said  line  to  the  true  point  of 
beginning,  containing  3.32  acres,  more  or 
less. 

2.  This  order  does  not  otherwise  serve 
to  change  the  provisions  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  1932,  withdrawing  and  reserv¬ 
ing  the  lands  for  military  purposes. 

Harrison  Loesch, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
December  27,  1971. 

[FR  Doc.72-11  Filed  l-3-72;8:45  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  5148] 

[Idaho  07547] 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest 
Administrative  Site 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R. 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  national  forest  lands 
are  hereby  withdrawn  from  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  mining  laws  (30  UJ3.C., 
Ch.  2),  but  not  from  leasing  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  In  aid  of  programs 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture: 

Payette  National  Forest 

BOISE  MBUDIAN 

Warren  Ranger  Station  House  Lot  Addition 
T.  22  N„  R.  6  E., 

Elec.  12,  that  portion  described  as  follows: 
Commencing  at  comer  No.  3  of  Warren 
Ranger  Station  House  Lot,  thence  S.  35* 
00'  W.,  124.08  feet  along  the  southeast 
boundary  line  of  Warren  Ranger  House 
Lot  to  comer  No.  4;  S.  35*00'  W„  50  feet 
to  comer  No.  5;  S.  48*45'  E..  46  feet  to 
corner  No.  8;  N.  41*38'  E.,  173.66  feet  to 
corner  NO.  7;  N.  40*15'  W.,  65  feet  to  cor¬ 
ner  No.  3  the  point  of  beginning. 


The  area  described  contains  0.22  acre 
in  Idaho  County. 

2.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  applicability  of  those 
public  land  laws  governing  the  use  of  the 
national  forest  lands  under  lease,  li¬ 
cense,  or  permit,  or  governing  the  dis¬ 
posal  of  their  mineral  or  vegetative  re¬ 
sources  other  than  under  the  mining 
laws. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  27,  1971. 

[FR  Doc.72-12  Filed  l-3-72;8:45  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  5149] 

[AA-5887] 

ALASKA 

Withdrawal  of  Public  Land  and  Mod¬ 
ification  of  Public  land  Order  No. 

4582,  as  Amended 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FJL 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  lands  are  hereby 
withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  appropria¬ 
tion  under  the  public  land  laws,  includ¬ 
ing  the  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2), 
and  from  leasing  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws,  and  reserved  for  use  by  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  Department 
of  the  Interior,  as  an  administrative  site: 

Goppkr  River  Meridian 
T.  4  N„  R.  2  W.. 

Sec.  23:  B%SWV&,  that  portion  lying  south 
of  the  centerline  of  the  Glenn  Highway. 

Containing  26.8  acres  at  Glenn  alien, 
Alaska. 

2.  Of  the  above-described  lands,  2.5 
acres  comprising  the  SE^SEV^SE1* 
SWy«,  have  been  patented  under  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  of 
June  14,  1926,  44  Stat.  471,  as  amended, 
43  U.S.C.  869  et  seq.  (1970) . 

3.  The  remaining  24.3  acres  of  land  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  1  of  this  order  are 
hereby  removed  from  the  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  of  Public  Land  Order  No.  4582  of 
January  17,  1969,  as  amended  by  Public 
Land  Order  No.  4962  of  December  8, 1970, 
and  Public  Land  Order  No.  5081  of  June 
17, 1971,  withdrawing  all  unreserved  pub¬ 
lic  lands  in  Alaska  for  the  determination 
and  protection  of  the  rights  of  Native 
Aleuts,  Eskimos,  and  Indians  of  Alaska. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

December  27,  1971. 

[PR  Doc.72-13  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 46  am] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Ch.  I  1 

ENTRY  OF  MERCHANDISE  INTO 
VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Proposal  Regarding  Required 
Documents 

Under  Danish  Law  No.  64  of  April  1, 
1914,  as  amended,  continued  in  force  in 
the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States 
by  section  4  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1917, 
as  amended  (48  U.S.C.  1395) ,  and  section 
36  of  the  Act  of  June  22,  1936  (48  U.S.C. 
14061) ,  merchandise  of  foreign  origin  im¬ 
ported  into  the  Virgin  Islands  from  the 
Customs  territory  of  the  United  States  is 
dutiable  regardless  of  whether  duty  was 
paid  on  its  entry  into  the  Customs  ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  United  States.  Merchandise 
which  is  the  growth,  product,  or  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  Customs  territory  of  the 
United  States,  however,  may  be  admitted 
into  the  Virgin  Islands  free  of  duty. 

To  enable  Customs  officers  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  origin  of  merchandise  entered 
in  the  Virgin  Islands  from  the  Customs 
territory  of  the  United  States  so  as  to  in¬ 
sure  the  collection  of  the  proper  amount 
of  duty,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  under 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  by  section  36  of  the  Act  of 
June  22,  1936,  to  make  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  deemed  necessary  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Customs  laws  in  the  Virgin 
Islands,  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  by  Treasury  Department  Or¬ 
der  No.  165,  Revised  (TJ>.  53654,  19  F.R. 
7241),  it  is  proposed  to  issue  a  ruling  in 
tentative  form  as  follows: 

Upon  entry  into  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States  from  the  Customs  territory  of 
the  United  States  of  merchandise  claimed  to 
be  duty-free  as  the  growth,  product,  or 
manufacture  of  the  Customs  territory  of  the 
United  States,  the  following  documents  shall 
be  filed  In  addition  to  the  documents  ordi¬ 
narily  required: 

(1)  When  the  entire  shipment  of  mer¬ 
chandise  Is  claimed  to  be  duty-free  as  the 
growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of  the 
Customs  territory  of  the  United  States,  a 
declaration.  In  duplicate,  by  the  Importer, 
owner,  consignee,  or  agent.  In  substantially 
the  following  form: 

Vessel  or  Aircraft _ 

Bill  of  Lading  No _ 

Date  of  Arrival _ 

I . - . of  . . 

(Importer,  owner,  (Name  of  firm) 

consignee,  or  agent) 

do  hereby  declare  that  the  above-described 
shipment  contains  only  merchandise  which 
Is  the  growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of 
the  Customs  territory  of  the  United  States. 

Signature _ 

Date _ _ 

(2)  When  a  part,  but  not  the  entire  ship¬ 
ment,  Is  claimed  to  be  duty-free  as  the 
growth,  product,  or  manufacture  of  the  Cus¬ 


toms  territory  of  the  United  States,  a  decla¬ 
ration  shall  be  made.  In  duplicate,  by  the 
Importer,  owner,  consignee,  or  agent.  In 
substantially  the  following  form: 

Vessel  or  Aircraft _ 

BUI  of  Lading  No _ 

Date  of  Arrival _ 

X, . . of _ _ 

(Importer,  owner.  (Name  of  firm) 
consignee,  or  agent) 

do  hereby  declare  that  the  above-described 
shipment  contains  merchar  'Use  which  Is  not 
the  growth,  product,  or  n  dacture  of  the 
Customs  territory  of  the  cm  ted  States.  An 
entry  will  be  made  for  that  part  of  the  ship¬ 
ment  which  is  not  the  growth,  product,  or 
manufacture  of  the  Customs  territory  of  the 
United  States  within  the  prescribed  time 
limits. 

Signature _ 

Date _ 

(3)  A  copy  of  the  Commercial  Invoice  or. 
If  necessary,  a  pro  forma  Invoice.  Each  line  or 
item  of  the  Invoice  shall  be  marked  by  the 
Importer,  owner,  oonalgnee,  or  agent,  to  Indi¬ 
cate  the  country  of  origin  of  the  Imported 
merchandise. 

If  the  District  Director  In  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  Is  satisfied  that  all  the  requirements  of 
the  law  have  been  met,  he  may  waive  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  filing  the  documents  provided 
for  In  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above. 

As  used  In  this  section  the  term  "Customs 
territory  of  the  United  States”  Includes  the 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  Puerto 
Rloo. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  proposed 
ruling,  consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs,  Bureau  of  Customs, 
Washington,  D.C.  20226,  and  received  not 
later  than  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  S  103.3(b)  of  the 
Customs  regulations  (19  CFR  103.3(b)) 
at  the  Bureau  of  Customs,  Washington, 
D.C.,  during  regular  business  hours. 

r seal!  Edwin  F.  Rains, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  December  15,  1971. 

Eugene  T.  Rossides, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.72-89  Filed  1-3-72:8:52  am] 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  ] 

INCOME  TAX 

Use  of  the  Full  Absorption  or  Modified 
Full  Absorption  Method  of  Inven¬ 
tory  Valuation 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  71-18321  appearing  at 
page  23809  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday, 


December  15,  1971,  the  following  correc¬ 
tions  should  be  made  in  Example  (1)  (i) 
of  S  1.471-11  (d)  (3)  (v)  (page  23813,  third 
column) : 

1.  The  second  and  third  lines  should 
refer  to  “the  FIFO  method  of  inventory 
identification”. 

2.  The  second  figure  in  the  second 
column  of  the  table,  “1,000”,  should  be 
underscored. 

[  26  CFR  Part  1  1 
INCOME  TAX 

Special  Rules  for  Determining  Tax 

Credit  for  Foreign  Income  Taxes 

Paid  by  Controlled  Foreign  Corpo¬ 
rations 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  71-18670  appearing  at 
page  24816  in  the  issue  of  Thursday, 
December  23,  1971,  the  following 

changes  should  be  made : 

1.  In  S  1.960-1(0  (3)  (ii)  the  period  at 
the  end  of  the  12th  line  should  be  a 
comma. 

2.  In  5  1.960-1  (c)  (4)  the  formula 
that  appears  under  the  “attributable 
to  other  income”  category  of  the  “earn¬ 
ings  and  profits”  section  of  the  table  in 
Example  6  reading  “(2501  $250  x  0. 401)” 
should  read  “($250-  [$250x0.40] )  ”. 

3.  In  §  1.960-2(0  (2)  (ii)  the  period  at 
the  end  of  the  12th  line  should  be  a 
comma. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  730  ] 

RICE 

Notice  of  Marketing  Quota 
Referendum  for  the  1972  Crop 

Marketing  ‘quotas  for  the  crop  of  rice 
to  be  produced  in  1972  have  been  duly 
proclaimed  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended.  Said  act  requires  a  referendum 
to  be  conducted  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  the  issuance  of  said  proclamation 
of  farmers  who  were  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  rice  in  1971  to  determine 
whether  such  farmers  are  in  favor  of  or 
opposed  to  such  quotas.  Prior  to  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  for  the  referendum  on 
the  1972  crop  rice,  public  notice  (36  F.R. 
13838)  was  given  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  553.  Data,  views,  and  recommen¬ 
dations  were  submitted  pursuant  to  such 
notice.  They  have  been  considered  to  the 
extent  permitted  by  law.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that  the  rice  marketing  quota 
referendum  under  said  act  for  the  1972 
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crop  of  rice  shall  be  held  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  January  17  to  21,  1972,  each  inclu¬ 
sive  by  mail  ballot  in  accordance  with 
Part  717  of  this  chapter  (33  PH.  18345, 
34  PH.  12940,  36  PH.  12730) . 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  28, 1971. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.71-19167  Filed  12-29-71; 2:23  pm) 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[  7  CFR  Part  1430  1 
DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

Loans,  Purchases,  and  Other  Opera¬ 
tions;  Price  Support  Program  for  Milk 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  under  authority  of 
section  210(c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (63  Stat.  1051,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1446),  and  sections  4 
and  5  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  Charter  Act,  as  amended  (62  Stat. 
1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  714b  and 
714c),  is  considering  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  price  support  program  for 
milk,  for  the  1972-73  marketing  year  be¬ 
ginning  April  1,  1972,  including  the  gen¬ 
eral  level  of  prices  to  producers  for  milk 
and  the  prices  for  and  terms  of  purchase 
by  CCC  of  butter,  nonfat  dry  milk,  and 
Cheddar  cheese.  Section  201(c)  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
provides  as  follows:  “The  price  of  milk 
Khali  be  supported  at  such  level  not  in 
excess  of  90  per  centum  nor  less  than  75 
per  centum  of  the  parity  price  therefor 
as  the  Secretary  determines  necessary  in 
order  to  assure  an  adequate  supply.  Such 
price  support  shall  be  provided  through 
purchases  of  milk  and  the  products  of 
milk.’’ 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views,  and  recommendations  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Director, 
Livestock  and  Dairy  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  In  order  to  be 
sure  of  consideration,  all  submissions 
must  be  received  by  the  Director  not  later 
than  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Director 
during  regular  business  hours  (8:15  a.m.- 
4:45  p.m.).  (7  CFR  1.27(b)) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  27,  1971. 

Kenneth  E.  Prick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.72-66  Filed  1-8-72:8:60  am] 


Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
C  7  CFR  Part  1004  1 

MILK  IN  THE  MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Suspension  of 

Certain  Provisions  of  the  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  suspension 
of  certain  provisions  of  the  order  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Mid¬ 
dle  Atlantic  marketing  area  is  being  con¬ 
sidered  for  the  months  of  January  and 
February  1972. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  suspension  should 
file  the  same  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Room  11 2- A,  Administration  Building. 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20250,  not  later  than  3  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  All  docu¬ 
ments  filed  should  be  in  quadruplicate. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

The  provisions  proposed  to  be  suspend¬ 
ed  are  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (c) 
of  $  1004.15  (Producer)  that  follow  the 
parenthetical  text  “(other  than  a  pro¬ 
ducer-handler  plant)’’  as  it  appears  in 
the  first  sentence. 

If  this  proposed  action  is  taken,  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  §  1004.15  would  read  as 
follows: 

§  1004.15  Producer. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  A  dairy  farmer  with  respect  to 
milk  which  is  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant 
(other  than  a  producer-handler  plant). 
•  •  •  •  • 

The  proposed  suspension  would  re¬ 
move  all  limitations  on  producer  milk 
diverted  to  nonpool  plants  during  the 
months  of  January  and  February  1972. 
Milk  diversions  otherwise  are  limited 
(during  the  months  of  September 
through  February)  to  not  more  than  10 
days’  production  of  an  individual  pro¬ 
ducer  or  in  the  alternative,  in  the  case 
of  a  cooperative  association  diverting 
milk  for  its  account  to  nonpool  plants, 
not  more  than  25  percent  of  the  volume 
of  milk  of  all  members  of  such  coopera¬ 
tive  association  received  at  all  pool 
plants  during  the  month.  Likewise,  a 
proprietary  handler  may  divert  milk  un¬ 
der  the  alternative  25  percent  limitation. 
This  limitation  applies  to  the  proprietary 
plant’s  nonmember  producers. 

This  suspension  was  requested  on  be¬ 
half  of  23  nonmember  producers  who 
ship  to  a  proprietary  handler  operating 
both  a  pool  plant  and  a  nonpool  manu¬ 
facturing  plant  in  Philadelphia,  Pa.  The 
handler  has  advised  these  producers  that 
on  or  about  January  1,  1972,  they  may 


not  have  a  market  with  him  unless  re¬ 
lief  sought  through  this  proposed  sus¬ 
pension  is  granted. 

Loss  of  a  substantial  Government  con¬ 
tract  effective  January  1,  1972,  decreases 
the  handler’s  need  for  milk  for  Class  I 
use.  Petitioning  producers  claim  the  di¬ 
version  provisions  are  too  stringent  to 
permit  the  handler  to  divert  their  milk 
to  his  nonpool  manufacturing  plant  while 
maintaining  producer  status  for  all  pro¬ 
ducers  currently  shipping  to  his  plant. 
Thus,  they  say  the  producers’  market  for 
milk  is  in  jeopardy.  The  suspension  is 
requested  to  insure  a  continuing  market 
for  these  producers  during  January  and 
February  when  the  diversion  limitations 
are  operative. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  27, 1971. 

John  C.  Blum, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-6  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  27  ] 
CRANBERRY  JUICE  COCKTAIL  DRINKS 

Definitions  and  Standards  of  Identity; 
Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Petition 
and  of  Assumption  of  Sponsorship 
of  All  Further  Activity  in  the  Matter 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs 

In  the  matter  of  establishing  defini¬ 
tions  and  standards  of  identity  for  cran¬ 
berry  juice  cocktail — a  juice  drink  and 
for  artificially  sweetened  cranberry  juice 
cocktail — a  juice  drink: 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in 
the  above-identified  matter  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  2,  1967  (32  F.R.  3469),  based  on  a 
petition  filed  by  Ocean  Spray  Cran¬ 
berries.  Inc.,  Hanson,  Mass.  02341.  An 
order  establishing  definitions  and  stand¬ 
ards  of  Identity  was  published  on 
April  11,  1968  (33  F.R.  5617).  Because  of 
objections  filed,  a  notice  staying  the 
effective  date  of  the  order  pending  a 
hearing  was  published  on  July  13,  1968 
(33  F.R.  10088) . 

In  a  letter  to  the  Commissioner,  Ocean 
Spray  Cranberries,  Inc.,  has  withdrawn 
its  petition  to  establish  definitions  and 
standards  of  identity  for  cranberry  juice 
cocktail — a  juice  drink  and  for  arti¬ 
ficially  sweetened  cranberry  juice  cock¬ 
tail — a  juice  drink.  The  Commissioner 
considers  the  definitions  and  standards 
of  identity  to  be  in  the  interest  of  con¬ 
sumers;  he  does  not  wish  to  cancel  them 
at  this  time.  Accordingly,  he  assumes 
sponsorship  in  lieu  of  the  original  peti¬ 
tioner  for  all  further  activity  regarding 
this  matter. 
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This  action  Is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat. 
1046,  1055-56  as  amended  by  70  Stat.  919 
and  72  Stat.  948;  21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR 
2.120). 

Dated:  December  22, 1971. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
lor  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-73  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 51  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-WE-69[ 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amendments  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  establish  a  control  zone  and  tran¬ 
sition  area  for  Thermal  Airport,  Calif. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submited  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  5651 
West  Manchester  Boulevard,  Post  Office 
Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90009.  All  communications 
received  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  for  consideration.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  5651  West 
Manchester  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90045. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
(VOR/DME  Rwy  35/30)  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  for  Thermal  Airport.  The 
Thermal  VORTAC  155*  T  (140*  M) 
radial  Is  utilized  for  final  approach 
course  and  13  NM  DME  transition  Is 


incorporated  extending  clockwise  from 
the  107°  M  to  the  140°  M  radial. 

The  airspace  requirements  for 
Thermal  and  Bermuda  Dunes,  Calif.,  have 
been  reviewed  in  accordance  with  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for  Term- 
inal  Instrument  Procedures  (TERPs). 
The  review  revealed  that  a  control  zone 
and  a  small  portion  of  700  foot  and  1,200 
for  transition  area  is  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
procedures  at  Thermal  Airport.  The 
700-foot  portion  of  the  transition  area 
for  Bermuda  Dimes  Airport  remains 
unchanged. 

If  the  proposed  airspace  actions  are 
adopted  the  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif., 
transition  area  will  be  amended  to  re¬ 
flect  the  transition  area  changes. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
actions. 

In  5  71.171  (36  F.R.  2055)  the  following 
control  zone  is  added: 

Thermal,  Calif. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Thermal  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  33°37'40"  N.,  longitude 

116°09'45"  W.) 

In  5  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140'  the  follow¬ 
ing  transition  area  is  added : 

Thermal,  Calif. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  3.5  miles  each 
side  of  the  Thermal  VORTAC  140*  radial, 
extending  from  the  VORTAC  to  8  mile* 
southeast  of  the  VORTAC,  within  3.5  miles 
southwest  of  and  parallel  to  the  Thermal 
VORTAC  156*  radial,  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  to  6.5  miles  southeast  of  the  VOR 
TAC  and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the 
Thermal  VORTAC  324*  radial,  extending 
from  the  VORTAC  to  16  miles  northwest  of 
the  VORTAC;  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
8.5  miles  northeast  and  5  miles  southwest 
of  the  Thermal  VORTAC  140*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  VORTAC  to  20  miles  southeast 
of  the  VORTAC,  excluding  the  portion  within 
R-2501. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
UJS.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  De¬ 
cember  22,  1971. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 
Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-27  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  71-WE-64  ] 

TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 


would  alter  the  description  of  the  Marys¬ 
ville,  Calif.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Office 
Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90009.  All  communications 
received  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  this 
notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  5651  West 
Manchester  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90045. 

A  new  VOR-A  instrument  approach 
procedure  has  been  developed  for  Oro- 
ville  Municipal  Airport,  Calif.,  utilizing 
the  Marysville  VOR  355*  T  (337*  M) 
radial  for  final  approach  radial.  The 
additional  700-foot  portion  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  is  required  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  that  portion  of 
the  approach  not  contained  in  existing 
controlled  airspace. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action. 

In  §  71.181  (36  F.R.  2140)  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Marysville,  Calif,  transition 
area  is  amended  as  follows : 

In  the  third  line  of  the  text  delete  the 
numeral  and  substitute 

**•  •  •  9  •  •  therefor.  In  the  fourth 
line  of  the  text  delete  **•  •  •  6.5  •  •  •*• 
and  substitute  ‘‘•••17,**M  there¬ 
for. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a)),  and  of  section  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  UJS.C.  1655(0). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  De¬ 
cember  22,  1971. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 
Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-28  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 47  am) 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[18  CFR  Part  141  ] 

[Docket  No.  Rr-432] 

MONTHLY  REPORT  OF  COST  AND 
QUALITY  OF  FUELS  FOR  STEAM- 
ELECTRIC  PLANT 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

December  27,  1971. 
On  December  17,  1971,  Edison  Electric 
Institute  filed  a  request  for  an  extension 
of  time  of  30  days  within  which  to  file 


comments  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  January  11, 1972,  within  which 
any  Interested  person  may  submit  data, 
views,  comments,  or  suggestions  in  writ¬ 
ing  concerning  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  Issued  November  26,  1971 
(36  P.R.  23163),  in  the  above-designated 
matter. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-34  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

|422.2] 

“STELMOR”  COOLED  STEEL  WIRE 
RODS 

Proposed  Tariff  Classification 

Steel  wire  rods,  subjected  to  the  “Stel- 
mor”  controlled  cooling  process,  appear 
to  be  classifiable  under  item  608.73  or 
608.75,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  (TSUS),  as  wire  rods  of  iron  or 
steel,  other  than  alloy  iron  or  steel,  tem¬ 
pered,  treated,  or  partly  manufactured, 
valued  not  over  4  cents  per  pound  or 
valued  over  4  cents  per  pound,  dutiable 
at  the  rates  of  0.2  cent  and  0.375  cent  per 
pound,  respectively. 

This  classification  appears  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  because  merchandise  so  processed 
has  been  tempered,  treated,  or  partly 
manufactured. 

Pursuant  to  §  16.10a(d)  of  the  Customs 
regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
there  is  under  review  in  the  Bureau  of 
Customs  the  existing  and  uniform  prac¬ 
tice  of  classifying  “Stelmor”  controlled 
cooled  steel  wire  rods  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  for  rods  of  iron  or  steel,  other  than 
alloy  iron  or  steel,  not  tempered,  not 
treated,  and  not  partly  manufactured, 
valued  not  over  4  cents  per  pound  or 
valued  over  4  cents  per  pound,  in  item 
608.70  or  608.71,  TSUS. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any  rele¬ 
vant  data,  views,  or  arguments  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  correct  tariff  classification  of 
this  merchandise  which  are  submitted  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Bureau  of 
Customs,  Washington,  D.C.  20226.  To  as¬ 
sure  consideration,  such  communication 
must  be  received  in  the  Bureau  not  later 
than  30  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice. 

[seal]  Edwin  P.  Rains, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  December  17, 1971. 

Eugene  T.  Rossides, 

Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

(PR  Doc.72-88  Piled  l-8-72;8:52  am] 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
NOTICE  OF  GRANTING  OF  RELIEF 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
18  U.S.C.  925(c)  the  following  named 
persons  have  been  granted  relief  from 
disabilities  imposed  by  Federal  laws  with 
respect  to  the  acquisition,  transfer,  re¬ 
ceipt,  shipment,  or  possession  of  firearms 
incurred  by  reason  of  their  convictions  of 


Notices 


crimes  punishable  by  imprisonment  for 
a  term  exceeding  1  year. 

It  has  been  established  to  my  satis¬ 
faction  that  the  circumstances  regarding 
the  convictions  and  each  applicant’s  rec¬ 
ord  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicant  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a 
manner  dangerous  to  public  safety,  and 
that  the  granting  of  the  relief  will  not 
be  contrary  to  the  public  safety. 

Buckmeyer,  John  Fred,  805  Southeast 
Tenino  Street,  Portland,  OR,  convicted  on 
December  14,  1959,  In  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Multnomah  County,  Oreg. 

Coon,  Jack  Lynne,  802  South  Lucas,  Iowa 
City,  IA,  convicted  on  November  20,  1962, 
by  the  District  Court,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa; 
and  on  April  24,  1964,  by  the  District  Court, 
Logan,  Iowa. 

Davidson,  Carl  L„  Jr.,  1120  North  Holly,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD,  convicted  on  May  28,  1964,  by 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Minnehaha  County, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 

Femiani,  Ernest  Eugene,  4300  Government 
Road,  Richmond,  VA,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  24,  1969,  in  the  Henrico  County  Circuit 
Court,  Va. 

Guadagno,  Rosolino,  1120  59th  Street,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  NY  convicted  on  May  6,  1937,  In  the 
U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York. 

Hamilton,  James  Wesley,  10  High  Street,  MU- 
linocket,  ME,  convicted  on  AprU  29,  1968, 
in  the  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Texas. 

Helka,  Ronald  William,  10786  Haverhill,  De¬ 
troit,  MI,  convicted  on  July  17,  1956,  by  the 
Recorder's  Court  of  the  City  of  Detroit, 
Mich. 

King,  James,  Sr.,  4758  Sturtevant,  Detroit, 
MI,  convicted  on  September  17,  1957,  by 
the  U.S.  District  Court  in  and  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Michigan. 

Kutsoginis,  William  B.,  5366  Pontiac  Lake 
Road,  Pontiac,  MI,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  23,  1946,  by  the  Detroit  Recorder’s 
Court,  Detroit,  Mich. 

Lee,  James  S.,  805  Russell  Lane,  Yakima,  WA, 
convicted  on  December  13,  1961,  In  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  Washing¬ 
ton,  in  and  for  Yakima  County. 

Long,  George,  6301  Heath  Street,  Cl  arks  ton, 
MI,  convicted  on  July  16,  1957,  in  the  Cir¬ 
cuit  Court  for  the  County  of  Oakland,  Mich. 
Longpree,  Ferdinand  F-nest,  8127  Ablngton, 
Post  Office  Box  4434  Detroit,  MI,  convicted 
on  November  22,  1964,  by  the  Recorder’s 
Court  of  the  City  of  Detroit,  Mich. 
McMahon,  Joseph  Patrick,  300  North  Sum¬ 
ner,  Box  38.  Tombstone,  AR.  convicted  on 
January  6,  1956,  by  the  Circuit  Court  of 
the  19th  Judicial  Circuit,  in  and  for  the 
County  of  Lake,  Hi. 

Manges,  Clinton,  6701  Blanco  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX,  convicted  on  October  8,  1965, 
in  the  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  North¬ 
ern  District  of  Texas. 

Miller,  Wilbur  Gene,  417  North  Michigan, 
Lake  City,  Iowa,  convicted  on  August  1, 
1969,  in  the  UJ3.  District  Court,  Northern 
District  of  Iowa,  Central  Division. 

Moore,  Thomas  L.,  Jr.,  1219  Barracks  Street, 
New  Orleans,  LA,  oonvlcted  on  February  25, 
1969,  in  the  U.S.  District  Court  Augusta, 
Ga. 


Nelson,  Robert  C.,  1411  North  Dakota  Avenue, 
Sioux  Falls,  SD,  convicted  on  June  3,  1968, 
in  Minnehaha  County  Circuit  Court, 
South  Dakota. 

Parsons,  Gerald  Lee,  1734  Northeast  146th 
Street,  Seattle,  WA,  convicted  on  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1961,  in  the  17th  Judicial  Dis¬ 
trict  Court,  Adams  County,  Colo. 

Pybum,  Ralph  Waldo,  5215  Southeast  79th 
Avenue,  Portland,  OR,  convicted  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1935,  by  the  Circuit  Court,  in 
and  for  the  County  of  Union,  La  Grande, 
Oreg. 

Shillinger,  Charles  Eugene,  23591  Lawson, 
Warren,  MI,  convicted  on  January  6, 
1958,  by  the  Macomb  County  Circuit  Court, 
Macomb  County,  Mich. 

Tate,  Thomas,  3917  Sheridan  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit,  MI,  convicted  on  January  4,  1940, 
in  the  Recorder’s  Court  for  the  City  of 
Detroit,  Mich.;  and  on  February  21,  1950, 
in  the  Wayne  County,  Mich.,  Circuit  Court. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th 
day  of  December  1971. 

[seal]  Rex  D.  Davis, 

Director,  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  Division. 

[FR  Doc.72-67  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 50  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[A  6451] 

ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  has 
filed  an  application.  Serial  No.  A  6451,  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  lands  described  be¬ 
low  from  all  forms  of  disposal  or  ap¬ 
propriation,  including  the  mining  laws, 
except  that  the  land  will  remain  open  to 
the  operation  of  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 
The  withdrawal  would  be  made  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  de¬ 
sires  these  lands  for  protection  of  the 
scenic,  wildlife,  archeological,  and  rec¬ 
reational  values  of  the  Virgin  Gorge 
Recreation  Lands  area. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  all 
persons  who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal,  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  views  in  writing  to  the  under¬ 
signed  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  3022  Federal  Building,  Phoenix, 
Ariz.  85025. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
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NOTICES 


Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

The  lands  involved  In  the  application 
are: 

Gila  and  Salt  Rivxk  Meridian 

T.  40  N.,  R.  14  W„ 

Sec.  6,  lot  4; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1, 2,  and  3. 

T.  41  N.,  R.  13  W., 

Sec.  1,W%SW%; 

Sec.  2,  lota  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  SViN'/j.  and 
SKI 

Sec.  3,  lot  1,  S%NEV4.  and  8%; 

Sec.  4,  lots  3  and  4,  S%NW(4,  SW'/«,  and 

SE%; 

Sec.  5,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  8%N%,  and 

s%; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  7.  Inclusive,  8%NEV4,  SE*4 
Nwy4,  E%SW*4,  and  SE%; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  E%W V4 .  and 

•*: 

Secs.  8,  9,  and  10; 

Sec.  11.  NH  andN^SVi: 

Sec.  12,  W^NWy4,  SE%NW>,4,  SW%.  and 
SW%SE%; 

Sec.  15,  N%NW%; 

Sec.  16,  N%NE»4,  SWV4NE14,  NW%.  and 
NWy48Wy4; 

Sec.  17; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  E%W%,  and 

Sec.  19,  lota  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NE*4NE>4, 
W%NE%,  and  E%NW%; 

Sec.  30,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive. 

T.  41  N..  R.  14  W.. 

Sec.  1,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  S'/jN’^,  and 
SK: 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  and  2,  S%NE>4,  8%SWV4. 

and  SE%; 

Sec.  3,  8%SE*4; 

Sec.  9,  E%; 

Secs.  10  to  15,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  16,  NE%.8%,andE%NW‘,4: 

Sec.  20,  NE%SE%,  8%SEV4,  and  SEV4NEV4; 
Secs.  21  to  25,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  26,  N%NE%  and  NW>4; 

Secs.  27,  28  and  29; 

Sec.  30,  lots  2  and  3,  SE%NWi4.  S%NEV4, 
E%SW(4 ,  and  SEV4 ; 

Sec.  31.  lots  1  and  2,  NEV4,  E%NWV4,  and 
E%SE%; 

Sec.  32; 

Sec.33,  N%NEy4,SW%NEV4,and  W%; 

Sec.  34,  N%N%; 

Sec.  36,N%N%. 

T  42  N  R.  13  W 

Sec.  81,  lot  6,  SE >4 S W % ,  and  SW%SK%; 
Sec.  32,  E%SW%,  and  SE»4; 

Sec.83.SWV4. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  14  W.t 
Sec.  35.  E%SE%; 

Sec.  36.8%. 

The  areas  described  above  aggregate 
approximately  23,070.31  acres. 

Dated:  December  22, 1971. 

Joe  T.  Fallini, 
State  Director. 
(PR  Doc.72-14  Piled  1-3-72; 8: 46  ami 


Geological  Survey 

[Power  Site  Cancellation  311] 

SAN  PEDRO  RIVER,  ARIZ. 
Power  Site  Cancellation 

Pursuant  to  authority  under  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1879  (20  Stat.  394  ;  43  U.8.C. 
31),  and  220  Departmental  Manual  6.1, 
Power  Site  Classification  438  of  Novem¬ 


ber  16.  1956,  is  hereby  canceled  to  the 
extent  that  it  affects  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  land: 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian 

T.  7  S„  R.  16  E„ 

Sec.  1.SWV4: 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  Sy2N%,  and 

s%: 

Sec.  3,  lot  1; 

Sec.  4,  lot  14; 

Sec.  10,  lot  7  and  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  11,S%8%: 

Sec.  12,  S%SWV4; 

Sec.  13,  W%W%; 

Sec.  14; 

Sec.  15,  lots  10  and  12,  and  NEV4NEV4: 

Sec.  23,  E%,  E%NWV4.  and  NWV4NW%; 
Sec.  24,  W%W%,  SEV4NWV4,  and  NE% 

swv4; 

Sec.  25.  Wy2  and  SWV4SE«/4; 

Sec.  26,  E%NEV4,  NWV4NEV4,  and  NE'4 
SE%. 

T.  8  S.,  R.  16  E.. 

Sec.  1,  lot  1; 

Sec.  2,  lot  1  and  SEV4NEV4 : 

Sec.  12,E%NWV4. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  17  E.. 

Sec.  6.  W%SE%. 

T.8  8..R.  17  E., 

Sec.  6,  lot  6; 

Sec.  7,  E%NWV4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  about 
3,647  acres. 

W.  A.  Radlinski, 
Acting  Director. 

December  28, 1971. 

[PR  Doc.72-56  Piled  1-3-72; 8: 49  am] 


National  Park  Service 
BLUE  RIDGE  PARKWAY,  VA. 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Issue  Concession 
Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
5.  of  the  Act  of  October  9,  1965  (79  Stat. 
969;  16  U.S.C.  20),  public  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  Superintendent,  Blue  Ridge  Park¬ 
way,  proposes  to  issue  a  concession  per¬ 
mit  to  Richard  Brogan  authorizing  him 
to  provide  c  cm  cession  facilities  and  serv¬ 
ices  for  the  public  at  Roanoke  Mountain 
Campground  on  the  Blue  Ridge  Park¬ 
way  for  the  period  from  January  1,  1972, 
through  December  31,  1973. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has  per¬ 
formed  his  obligations  under  a  prior 
permit  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  National 
Park  Service  and,  therefore,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  cited  above,  is  entitled  to  be 
given  preference  in  the  renewal  of  the 
permit  and  in  the  negotiation  of  a  new 
permit.  However,  under  the  Act  cited 
above,  the  National  Park  Service  is  also 
required  to  consider  and  evaluate  all 
proposals  received  as  a  result  of  this 
notice.  Any  proposal  to  be  considered 
and  evaluated  must  be  submitted  within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  the  publication 
date  of  this  notice. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Superintendent,  Blue  Ridge  Parkway, 
Post  Office  Box  1710,  Roanoke,  VA 
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24008,  for  information  as  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  proposed  permit. 

Granville  B.  Liles, 
Superintendent, 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway. 

November  19,  1971. 

[PR  Doc.  72-57  Piled  1-3-72; 8: 40  am]  " 


NATIONAL  CAPITAL  PARKS 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Extend 
Concession  Contract 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
5,  of  the  Act  of  October  9,  1965  (79  Stat. 
969;  16  U.S.C.  20),  public  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  Director  of  the  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice,  proposes  to  extend  the  concession 
contract  with  S.  G.  Leoffler  Co.  authoriz¬ 
ing  it  to  provide  concession  facilities  and 
services  for  the  public  within  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital  Parks,  for  a  period  of 
two  (2)  years  from  January  1,  1972 
through  December  31,  1973. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has  per¬ 
formed  its  obligations  under  the  ex¬ 
piring  contract  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  National  Park  Service,  and  there¬ 
fore,  pursuant  to  the  Act  cited  above, 
is  entitled  to  be  given  preference  in  the 
renewal  of  the  contract  and  in  the  ne¬ 
gotiation  of  a  new  contract.  However, 
under  the  Act  cited  above,  the  Secretary 
is  also  required  to  consider  and  evaluate 
all  proposals  received  as  a  result  of  this 
notice.  Any  proposal  to  be  considered 
and  evaluated  must  be  submitted  within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  the  publication 
date  of  this  notice. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Chief,  Division  of  Concessions  Manage¬ 
ment,  National  Park  Service,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20240,  for  information  as  to 
the  requirements  of  the  proposed  con¬ 
tract. 

Laurence  C.  Hadley, 
Assistant  Director, 
National  Park  Service. 

December  21,  1971. 

|FR  Doc.72-60  Filed  1-3-72:8:49  am] 


NATIONAL  REGISTER  OF  HISTORIC 
PLACES 

Additions,  Deletions,  or  Corrections 

By  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  20,  1971,  Part  II,  there  was 
published  a  list  of  the  properties  included 
in  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places.  This  list  has  been  amended  by  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March 
2  (pp.  3930-31),  April  6  (pp.  6526-28), 
May  4  (pp.  8333-36),  June  3  (pp.  10811- 
13),  July  8  (pp.  12868-70),  August  3  (pp. 
14275-76),  September  8  (pp.  18016-19), 
October  5  (pp.  19409-10),  November  2 
(pp.  20995-96),  and  December  7  (p. 
23258).  Further  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  certain  amendments  or  revisions  in 
the  nature  of  additions,  deletions,  or  cor- 
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rections  to  the  previously  published  list 
are  adopted  as  set  out  below. 

It  is  the  responsibility  of  all  Federal 
agencies  to  take  cognizance  of  the  prop¬ 
erties  included  in  the  National  Register 
as  herein  amended  and  revised  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  80 
Stat.  915,  16  UJ9.C.  470. 

The  following  property  has  been  re¬ 
moved  from  the  Register: 

GEORGIA 

Jackson  County 

Jefferson,  Crawford  W.  Long  Medical  Museum, 
VS.  129. 

The  following  properties  have  been 
added  to  the  National  Register  since 
December  7: 

ARIZONA 

Pima  County 

Tucson,  El  Tiradito  (Wishing  Shrine ),  221 
South  Main. 

Santa  Cruz  County 

Nogales  vicinity,  Guevavi  Mission  Ruins,  ap¬ 
proximately  6  miles  above  the  internation¬ 
al  boundary. 

Yavapai  County 

Camp  Verde,  Fort  Verde  District,  bounded 
by  Hance  Street  on  the  north,  Copplnger 
Street  on  the  east,  and  Woods  Street  on 
the  west. 

Prescott,  Old  Governor's  Mansion,  400  block 
of  West  Gurley. 

CALIFORNIA 

Alameda  County 

Oakland,  Mills  Hall,  Mills  College,  Mills 
College. 

Contra  Costa  County 

Byron  vicinity,  Marsh,  John,  Home,  Marsh 
Creek  Road,  approximately  6  miles  west  of 
Byron. 

Fresno  County 

Fresno,  Old  Fresno  Water  Tower,  2444  Fresno 
Street. 

Los  Angeles  County 

Los  Angeles,  Ennis  House,  2607  Glendower 
Avenue. 

Loa  Angeles,  Freeman,  Samuel,  House,  1962 
Glencoe  Way. 

Los  Angeles,  Lovell  House,  4616  Dundee 
Drive. 

Marin  County 

Tiburon  vicinity,  Angel  Island,  southeast  of 
Tiburon  in  San  Francisco  Bay. 

Orange  County 

San  Juan  Capistrano,  Mission  San  Juan  Cap¬ 
istrano,  Camlno  Capistrano  and  Ortega 
Highway. 

Sacramento  County 

Locke  vicinity.  Delta  Meadows  Site,  1  mile 
northeast  of  Locke. 

Sacramento,  Joe  Mound,  Discovery  Park,  0.6 
mile  east  of  Interstate  5. 

Sacramento,  Stanford-Lathrop  Home,  800  N 
Street. 

San  Diego  County 

San  Diego,  Old  Town  San  Diego  Historic  Dis- 
tric,  approximately  from  the  easterly  line  of 
Wallace  and  Washington  Streets  to  the 
westerly  line  of  Twiggs  Street,  and  from 
the  northerly  line  of  Congress  Street  to  the 
southerly  line  of  Juan  Street. 


San  Francisco  County 

San  Francisco,  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Court¬ 
house,  northeast  corner  of  Seventh  and 
Mission  Streets. 

Shasta  County 

Millville  vicinity,  Cow  Creek  Petroglyphs,  2.25 
miles  east  of  MUlville. 

Millville  vicinity,  Dersch-Taylor  Petro¬ 
glyphs,  on  Dersch  Road,  5  miles  east  of 
Deschutes  Road,  southeast  of  MUlville. 

Shasta,  Shasta  State  Historic  Park,  V.3. 
299. 

Sierra  County 

Verdi  vicinity.  Stampede  Site,  west  of  Verdi, 
sec.  17,  T.  19  N„  R.  17  E. 

Yolo  County 

Woodland,  Woodland  ( Hershey )  Opera 
House,  320  Second  Street. 

DELAWARE 

New  Castle  County 

Wilmington,  Break’s  Mill  Area  (Henry  Clay 
Village),  Breck's  Lane  and  Creek  Road. 

Wilmington,  Louviers  (Upper  Louviers  and 
Black  Gates),  10  Black  Gates  Road. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Washington,  Church  of  the  Epiphany,  1317 
G  Street  NW. 

GEORGIA 

Glynn  County 

Jekyll  Island,  Horton-duBignon  House, 
Brewery  Ruins,  duBignon  Cemetery,  River- 
view  Drive. 

ILLINOIS 

Cook  County 

Chicago,  Kimball,  William  W.,  House,  1801 
South  Prairie  Avenue. 

Fulton  County 

Canton,  Orendorff,  Ulysses  G.,  House,  345 
West  Elm  Street. 

Morgan  County 

Jacksonville,  Duncan  Mansion  (Elm  Grove), 
4  Duncan  Place. 

INDIANA 

Washington  County 

Salem,  Hay-Morrison  House,  106  South 
College  Avenue. 

Wayne  County 

Centerville,  Centerville  Historic  District, 
bounded  on  the  north  by  the  corporation 
line,  on  the  east  by  Third  Street,  on  the 
south  by  South  Street,  and  on  the  west 
by  Willow  Grove  Road. 

KANSAS 

Allen  County 

Iola  vicinity,  Funston  Home,  4  miles  north 
of  Iola  on  U.S.  69. 

Doniphan  County 

White  Cloud,  Poulet  House,  Poplar  Street 
between  First  and  Second  Streets. 

Shawnee  County 

Topeka,  Kansas  State  Capitol,  bounded  by 
Eighth  and  10th  Avenues  and  Jackson 
and  Harrison  Streets. 

Topeka,  Pottawatomie  Baptist  Mission 
Building,  off  West  Sixth  Street,  0.5  mUe 
west  of  Wanamaker  Road. 

Sumner  County 

Argonla,  Salter  Home,  220  Weet  Garfield 
Street. 


Wyandotte  County 

Kansas  City,  Huron  Cemetery,  Minnesota 
Avenue  between  Sixth  and  Seventh 
Streets. 

LOUISIANA 

Orleans  Parish 

New  Orleans,  Pilot  House  (Ducayet  House), 
1440  Moss  Street. 

MARYLAND 

Baltimore  (independent  city) 

Franklin  Street  Presbyterian  Church  and 
Parsonage,  504  Cathedral  Street  (parson¬ 
age)  ,  100  West  Franklin  Street. 

Frederick  County 

Frederick,  Rose  Hill  Manor,  1611  North 
Market  Street. 

Somerset  County 

Princess  Anne,  Teackle  Mansion  (Beckford 
Mansion) ,  Mansion  Street. 

Wicomico  County 

Salisbury,  Poplar  Hill  Mansion,  117  Elizabeth 
Street. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Essex  County 

Beverly,  Fish  Flake  Hill  (Front  Street)  His¬ 
toric  District,  north  and  south  sides  of 
Front  Street  from  Cabot  to  Bartlett  Streets 
(excluding  the  lot  on  the  northwest  corner 
of  Front  and  Cabot  Streets). 

Thacher’s  Island,  Twin  Lights,  1  mile  off  the 
coast,  east  of  Rockport. 

Middlesex  County 

Woburn,  Baldwin,  Loammi  Mansion,  12 
Elm  Street. 

Nor  folk- Suffolk  County 

Boston-Brookllne,  Olmsted  Park  System,  en¬ 
compassing  the  Back  Bay  Fens,  Muddy 
River,  Olmsted  (Leverett)  Park,  Jamaica 
Park,  Arborway,  and  Franklin  Park. 

MICHIGAN 

Calhoun  County 

Marshall,  Wagner’s  Block,  143  West  Michigan. 

Delta  County 

Summer  Island,  Summer  Island  Site,  Sum¬ 
mer  Harbor,  SE'/iNW^  sec.  27,  T.  37  N.,  R. 
19  W. 

Eaton  County 

Vermontville,  First  Congregational  Church, 
341  South  Main  Street. 

Huron  County 

Grindstone  City,  Grindstone  City  Historic 
District,  on  U.S.  25. 

Ingham  County 

East  Lansing,  Eustace  Hall  (Horticultural 
Laboratory  Building),  Michigan  State  Uni¬ 
versity  campus. 

Mason,  Ingham  County  Courthouse,  Jeffer¬ 
son  and  Ash  Streets. 

Kent  County 

Grand  Rapids,  Ladies’  Literary  Club,  61 
Sheldon  SE. 

Grand  Rapids.  St.  Cecilia  Society  Building, 
24-30  Ransom  Avenue  NE. 

Lapeer  County 

Lapeer.  Lapeer  County  Courthouse,  Court¬ 
house  Square,  Nepessing  Street. 

Lenawee  County 

Blissfleld,  First  Presbyterian  Church  of  Bliss- 
field,  306  Franklin  Street. 
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Mackinac  County 


"Sittr  W“4  Dormttor,. 


Macomb  County 

^Won  House, 

►  Marquette  County 

Monroe  County 

*>h«.  to™., 

Shiawassee  County 

Owosso,  Cuncood  C«fte,  224  John  Street. 
Wayne  County 

uSm*SH£SS  <*««*.  63i 

Detroit,  Becker,  Colonel  Fm*ir  r  „ 

>»•»  a»t  «*» 

°™-  Pwi*  ssg»*«»*  „ 

12  Lekeahor?D?i£ 

MINNESOTA 

St.  Louis  County  j 

Duluth,  Duluth  union  Depot  Fifth  a 
West  and  Michigan  Stre«^  '  Ftfth  Avenue 

MISSISSIPPI 

Claiborne  County  K 

Pt£„°its  irs  T'r"  *»*»• ia »“«» N 

552.  ****  Glbson  on  Mississippi 

Hinds  County  ^ 

"p^.'SBSi&'SSSSf 

HinA,  Count,  (alx>  ln  „„„  a 

Smith ’r  +  _ i_.  .. 
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r*  Burlington  County 

^■JSZZSZ-  *®  “  »  »»« 

Camden  County 

°CKr  *““"»»««*..  723 

Mercer  County 

^^aA*  °“  i?yan  Parm'  2306  Penning. 

Monmouth  County 
Middletown,  Christ  Church  smjmi.* 

King  s  Highway.  ’  Middletown,  92 

NEW  YORK 

Oneida  County 

Utica,  Utica  State  *****  1213  ^  street 
Tompkins  County 

laZSLCUn,m  »° 1>«  North  Cayuga  . 
Ulster  County 

Kingston,  tfinpefon  City  Hall,  408  Broadway. 

NORTH  CAROLINA  I 

Catawba  County 


Licking  County 

,  *«*• 
Berry  County 

Preble  County 

° *«<»»  WOO*  Porfc 
LltUe  Four  MU^Creek.^11  8*  Corner  near 

Trumbull  County 

"«r OMrM- 

Warren  County 

“  J5S&t?£SSttr  w*- 

OKLAHOMA 
Johnston  County 

”SS£?f  ““S'  "o«o»o,  «*«.. 

Streets.  ’  betwe«*i  Eights  and  Ninth 

Mayes  County 


"3;"2S'  £“?, «*  Cam,. 


—  «  county ) 

««*  Afoer  Bar- 

Hlvar  b*.«£  SAfiST J^S* 

Jefferson  County 

"SElJSErS JZffS?*  FU,n‘““°n.  6 

West  of  Peyette  via  Mississippi  663. 
Lauderdale  County 
Meridian,  Merrehope,  906  3lst  Avenue 
Warren  County  (also  in  Binds  County) 

«eX"e'“2C  r* 

Street.  ’  1002  <**wford 

MISSOURI 

Barry  County 

““lett  HOrUty,  DoMd  So^ 

ooothM  or  Monett  on  Blacktop 

NEBRASKA 

Lancaster  County 

Lincoln,  Hoc*  /Aland  Depot,  1944  O  Street. 

Otoe  County 

p°“  o*~- » sou.  ] 

NEVADA 

Hye  County 

^R^K.  HUt0riC  DUtrU*’  B*C  »•  T-  « 


Rockingham  County 
S^^otb.  WHIOden-Ward  Now*. 


Craven  County 

n~  2S;£S?  <*•*. 

les  Drive.  *  "a7Ulon' 219  ^yon  Palace 

ipl 

Richmond  County 
n‘  Wake  County 

c.  Rte1roughZS!if,rWdaZe  *°“W'  330  HU1«. 

*  Benson  County 

'"^rTSS. ^CUU,r’  '«  Totten,  of 

8  OHIO 

Athens  County 

’’SouS^STT,  JSTZ ,  «*>■*«« 

road.  nine  west  on  small 

Brown  County 

I  ^Mound  ^ity’  *°*te  rnumehip  ^orfc,  / 

1  AW.  southeast  of  Fincastle  off  Mounii 

Butler  County 

a‘l°aJZ^T±r“rl'M  TmmMF  w°*- 

W™  .T“,"*ll<“t  °f  Boston 

Pls^h  T.  fa  4  and  th«  °reat  Miami  River  1 
MW  vicinity.  Union  Township  Works  11 
about  1  mile  south  of  Plsgah. 

Greene  County 

C^mI^L,TlClnlty'  Wmam*°*  Mound  State  K 
Mem^lal.  northwest  of  Cedarville  near 

Hamilton  County 

H2*^t.1;tOWn  ^nlty,  port  HiH  (Fort  P 

3  mii<*  •***  of 
Elizabethtown  on  Brower  Road. 

Highland  County 

VTS’  Workman  Works,  approx-  Al 
bnately  1A  miles  south  of  Pricetown. 

Lake  County 

r^t^^TTon  *«"*  ^ 


^sausur*  “e-  — *  • 

c  Wagoner  County 

OREGON 

t.  Baker  County 

e  Sumpter,  Sumpter  Valiev  m  j 

southwest  o»  town  near  cLS^Cr^L""'' 
Klamath  County 

-  Fort  Klamath  vicinity  Fort  Kbimntt. 
=rt,,y,.36';ies«uSS« 

Fort 

Multnomah  County 

"»“« «26 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Delaware  County 

HS0rt-  “Aool.  H.verford-Darby 

Luzerne  County 
Eckley,  Eckley  Historic  District. 

Philadelphia  County 

'oSisrsr’  —*  —a.  — 

»o»e.  3033 

P  *'»“  uP“*’  5028  Qermantown 

For*  County 

rs£‘  Wfcsr -  -  sss 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Newport  County 

"•ffiLIfrS*’  261-366 


Providence  County 


r’f2£&J.U*a*tt'  b“<“<»6.  .66  North 
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SOUTH  CAROLINA 

•Anderson  County 

Anderson.  Anderson  Historic  Bisfricf  14 
blocks  in  the  city  of  Anderson,  bounded  by 
Hampton.  Main.  Franklin,  McDuffie  Ben¬ 
son,  and  Fant  Streets 
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Colleton  County 

Walterboro,  Walterboro  Library  Society 
Building,  801  Wlchman  Street. 

Edgefield  County 

Edgefield  vicinity.  Cedar  Grove,  5  miles 
northwest  of  Edgefield  on  U8.  25. 

Fairfield  County 

Winnsboro,  Winnsboro  Historic  District, 
bounded  on  the  west  by  Garden  Street;  on 
the  south  by  Buchanan  Street,  Fairfield 
Country  Club,  and  Moultrie  Street;  on  the 
east  by  Congress  Street,  Zion  Street,  Wal¬ 
nut  Street,  and  Gooding  Street;  and  on  the 
north  by  a  line  running  from  Roosevelt 
Street  to  Woodland  Terrace. 

Georgetown  County 

Georgetown,  City  of  Georgetown  Historic 
District,  the  Old  City  of  Georgetown, 
bounded  on  the  south  by  the  Samplt  River; 
on  the  west  by  Wood  Street;  on  the  north 
by  U.S.  17;  and  on  the  east  by  Meeting 
Street. 

Pickens  County 

Pendleton  vicinity.  Old  Stone  Church  and 
Cemetery,  off  U.S.  76  1.6  miles  north  of 
Pendleton  at  the  Intersection  of  County 
Route  37. 

Spartanburg  County 

Spartanburg,  Seay,  Jammie,  House,  Darby 
Road  off  Crescent  Avenue,  within  the  city 
limits. 

TENNESSEE 

Davidson  County 

Nashville,  Jubilee  Hall,  Fisk  University,  17th 
Avenue  North. 

Washington  County 

Jonesboro  vicinity,  Taylor,  Christopher, 
House,  southwest  of  Jonesboro  off  Old 
US.  11-E. 

TEXAS 

Maverick  County 

Eagle  Pass,  Fort  Duncan,  bounded  on  the 
east  by  Monroe,  on  the  north  by  Garrison, 
on  the  south  by  the  city  limits,  and  on 
the  west  by  the  Rio  Grande. 

VIRGINIA 

Henrico  County 

Richmond  vicinity.  Flood  Marker  of  1771, 
0.8  mile  southeast  of  the  Intersection  of 
Routes  5  and  166. 

WASHINGTON 

King  County 

Seattle,  Fire  Station  No.  23,  18th  and  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Whatcom  County 

Bellingham,  Pickett  House,  910  Bancroft 
Street. 

WISCONSIN 

Sheboygan  County 

Greenbush,  Wade,  Sylvanus,  House,  Inter¬ 
section  of  Wisconsin  23  and  Kettle  Mo¬ 
raine  Drive  In  Old  Wade  House  State 
Park. 

Ernest  Allen  Connally, 
Director,  Office  of  Archeology 
and  Historic  Preservation. 

IFR  Doc.72-107  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 52  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Docket  No.  M71-1] 

ARMCO  STEEL  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Petition  Regarding  Modification  of  an 
Interim  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat. 
742,  et  seq..  Public  Law  91-173,  30  U.S.C. 
section  801,  et  seq.),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  petitioners  herein  have 
filed  an  amendment  to  their  Petition  to 
Modify  Application  of  Interim  Manda¬ 
tory  Safety  Standard  (section  303(y)  ( 1) ) 
which  substitutes  the  following  language 
for  the  modification  which  petitioners 
seek  in  this  proceeding : 

In  any  coal  mine  the  entries  used  as  Intake 
and  return  air  courses  shall  be  separated  from 
belt  haulage  entries,  and  each  operator  of 
such  mine  shall  limit  the  velocity  of  the  air 
coursed  through  belt  haulage  entries  to  the 
amount  necessary  to  ventilate  adequately 
such  entries  as  prescribed  In  section  303(b) 
and  to  insure  that  the  air  therein  shall  con¬ 
tain  less  than  1  volume  per  centum  of  meth¬ 
ane.  Air  coursed  through  belt  haulage  en¬ 
tries  may  be  used  to  ventilate  active  working 
places,  provided  that  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Secretary,  after  Inspection  of 
such  coal  mine,  may  limit  the  velocity  of  or 
prohibit  the  use  of  the  coursed  air  where 
such  limitation  or  prohibition  clearly  out¬ 
weighs  the  safety  benefits  of  supplying  such 
air  to  dilute  methane  and  respirable  dust 
concentrations  In  active  working  places. 

This  matter  is  scheduled  for  hearing 
before  Hearing  Examiner  William 
Fauver,  commencing  at  9:30  a.m„  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1972,  in  Hearing  Room  B,  11th 
Floor,  Ballston  Tower  No.  3,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  VA. 

A  copy  of  the  original  petition  and  the 
amendment  to  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  in  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  at  the  above  address. 

Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals, 

James  M.  Day, 

Director. 

December  10,  1971. 

[FR  Doc.72-16  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 

Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  Grain  Inspection 
Point 

Statement  of  considerations.  On  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1971,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (36  F.R.  20903)  a 
notice  announcing  (l)a  proposed  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  designation  to  operate  the  offi¬ 
cial  grain  inspection  agency,  as  defined 
In  section  3(m)  of  the  U.S.  Grain  Stand¬ 
ards  Act  (7  UB.C.  75(m)),  at  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  and  (2)  the  application 
by  George  E.  Butler,  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 


for  designation  to  operate  the  official 
grain  inspection  agency.  Inspection  agen¬ 
cies,  members  of  the  grain  trade,  and 
other  interested  parties  were  given  until 
November  30,  1971,  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  transfer  and  to  make 
application  for  designation. 

Comments  were  received  from  three 
members  of  the  grain  trade  recommend¬ 
ing  that  George  E.  Butler  be  designated 
to  operate  the  official  grain  inspection 
agency  at  Chattanooga.  No  applications 
for  designation  were  received  other  than 
the  application  from  George  E.  Butler, 
and  no  adverse  comments  were  received. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  the  notice  of 
October  30,  1971,  and  all  other  relevant 
matters,  and  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  3(m)  and  7(f)  of 
the  U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act  (7  U.S.C. 
75(m)  and  79(f) ),  the  designation  as  the 
official  grain  inspection  agency  at  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  is  hereby  transferred 
from  the  Chattanooga  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  to  George  E.  Butler. 

Effective  date.  This  notice  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  February  1,  1972. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  December  1971. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[FR  Doc.72-7  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

FILING  OF  COMMENTS  ON  PRO¬ 
POSED  RULE  MAKING 

Notice  Regarding  Extension  of  Time 

In  the  past  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  has  ordinarily  allowed  a 
period  of  30  days  for  interested  persons 
to  file  comments  regarding  FDA  notices 
of  proposed  rule  making  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  In  many  instances  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  has 
extended,  usually  for  an  additional  30 
days,  the  time  allowed  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  regarding  such  proposals  on  the 
basis  of  requests  from  interested  persons 
who  provided  good  reason  for  such 
extensions. 

The  Commissioner  is  aware  that  30 
days  is  frequently  insufficient  time  for 
interested  consumer,  industry,  or  pro¬ 
fessional  groups  to  distribute  proposals 
to  their  members,  hold  meetings  and  dis¬ 
cussions,  and  formulate  meaningful  com¬ 
ments  regarding  FDA  proposed  rule 
making.  Accordingly,  in  the  interest  of 
obtaining  as  much  public  comment  as 
possible  on  FDA  proposals,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  hereby  gives  notice  that  future 
FDA  notices  of  proposed  rule  making  will 
ordinarily  allow  a  period  of  60  days  for 
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NOTICES 


interested  persons  to  file  comments  un¬ 
less  safety  or  other  considerations  re¬ 
quire  a  shorter  period  or  unless  there  is  a 
good  reason  for  allowing  a  longer  period 
of  time. 

Dated:  December  21, 1971. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-3  Piled  1-3-72:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ATLAS  CHEMICAL  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786,  21  U5.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
2A2746)  has  been  filed  by  Atlas  Chemical 
Industries,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  Del.  19899, 
proposing  that  §121.1029  Sorbitan  mon¬ 
ostearate  and  §  121.1030  Polysorbate  60 
(21  CFR  121.1029,  121.1030)  be  amended 
to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  polysorbate 
60  and  sorbitan  monostearate  as  emulsi¬ 
fiers  in  water-fat  emulsion  beverages. 

Dated:  December  17, 1971. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[PR  Doc.72-74  Filed  1-3-72:8:51  am] 


HOFFMANN-LAROCHE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Color  Additive  Canthaxanthin 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
706(d),  74  Stat.  403,  21  U.S.C.  376(d)), 
notice  is  given  that  a  petition  'CAP 
ICO  101)  has  been  filed  by  Hoffmann- 
LaRoche,  Inc.,  Nutley,  N.J.  07110,  propos¬ 
ing  that  i  8.326  Canthaxanthin  (21 
CFR  8.326)  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  the  color  additive,  can¬ 
thaxanthin,  in  chicken  feed  as  an  aid  in 
the  pigmentation  of  chicken  skin. 

Dated:  December  17,  1971. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 
[PR  Doc.72-54  Piled  1-3-72:8:50  am] 


E.  F.  HOUGHTON  &  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786,  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) )  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
2B2756)  has  been  filed  by  E.  F.  Hough¬ 
ton  &  Co.,  303  West  Lehigh  Avenue,  Phil¬ 
adelphia.  Pa.  19133,  proposing  that 


§  121.2526  Components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  in  contact  with  aqueous  and 
fatty  foods  (21  CFR  121.2526)  be  amend¬ 
ed  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of  poly¬ 
amide  polyamine-epichlorohydrin  wat¬ 
er-soluble  thermosetting  resins,  pre¬ 
pared  by  reacting  1- (car boxy  pentyl) -4- 
carboxy  pyrrolidone  with  caprolactam, 
diethylenetri amine,  and  epichlorohydrin 
to  form  a  basic  polyamide  and  further 
reacting  the  polyamide  with  epichloro¬ 
hydrin,  as  components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food  contact  use. 

Dated:  December  17,  1971. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.72-76  Filed  l-3-72;8:51  am] 


PENNSYLVANIA  INDUSTRIAL 
CHEMICAL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Petition  for 
Food  Additives 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b),  72  Stat.  1786,  21  U.S.C.  343(b)), 
the  following  notice  is  issued: 

In  accordance  with  §  121.52  With¬ 
drawal  of  petitions  without  prejudice  of 
the  procedural  food  additive  regulations 
(21  CFR  121.52).  Pennsylvania  Indus¬ 
trial  Chemical  Corp.,  120  State  Street, 
Clairton,  Pa.  15025,  has  withdrawn  its 
petition  (FAP  1B2695),  notice  of  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  24,  1971  (36  F.R.  13805),  pro¬ 
posing  the  issuance  of  a.  food  additive 
regulation  (21  CFR  Part  121)  to  provide 
for  the  safe  use  of  a-methylstyrene- 
vinyltoluene  copolymer  resins  as  a  com¬ 
ponent  of  food-contact  articles. 

Dated:  December  17,  1971. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.72-75  Filed  1-3-72:8:51  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

ELK  RIVER  REACTOR  DISMANTLING, 
ELK  RIVER,  MINN. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager's  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  document 
entitled,  “Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment — Elk  River  Reactor  Dismantling, 
Elk  River,  Minn.,”  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  implemen¬ 
tation  of  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
is  being  placed  in  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20545,  and  in  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Chicago  Operations  Office,  9800 
South  Cass  Avenue.  Argonne,  EL  60439; 
Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office,  Post  Office 
Box  E.  Oak  Ridge,  TN  37830;  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  Operations  Office.  2111  Bancroft 
Way,  Berkeley,  CA  94704.  This  statement 
is  issued  in  support  of  administrative 


action  related  to  decommissioning  of  the 
Elk  River  Reactor  by  the  UJ3.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
will  be  furnished  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for 
Environment  and  Safety,  UJS.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md„  this  27th 
day  of  December  1971. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

F.  T.  Hobbs, 

Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.72-28  Filed  1-3-72:8:47  am] 

[Dockets  Nos.  60-275, 50-323] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Applicant’s 

Environmental  Report  and  Supple¬ 
ments  to  Environmental  Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission’s  regulations  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  D  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  an  Environmental  Re¬ 
port  and  Supplement  Noe.  1  and  2  to  the 
Environmental  Report  for  the  Diablo 
Canyon  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2, 
submitted  by  the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Co.,  have  been  placed  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street  NW„  Washington,  DC,  and  in  the 
San  Luis  Obispo  County  Free  Library, 
1354  Bishop  Street,  San  Luis  Obispo,  CA 
93401.  The  reports  are  also  being  made 
available  to  the  public  at  the  Office  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor,  Office  of  Intergov¬ 
ernmental  Management,  State  Capitol, 
Sacramento,  Calif.  95814. 

These  reports  discuss  environmental 
considerations  related  to  the  proposed 
construction  of  the  Diablo  Canyon  Nu¬ 
clear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  located  in  San 
Luis  Obispo  County,  Calif. 

After  the  reports  have  been  analyzed 
by  the  Commission’s  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  or  his  designee,  a  draft  detailed 
statement  of  environmental  considera¬ 
tions  related  to  the  proposed  action  will 
be  prepared.  Upon  preparation  of  the 
draft  detailed  statement,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  among  other  things,  cause  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
summary  notice  of  availability  of  the 
draft  detailed  statement.  The  summary 
notice  will  request  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons  on  the  proposed  action  and 
on  the  draft  statement.  The  summary 
notice  will  also  contain  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  the  comments  of  Federal 
agencies  and  State  and  local  officials 
thereon  will  be  available  when  received. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22d  day 
of  December  1971. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Richard  C.  DeYoung, 
Assistant  Director  for  Pressur¬ 
ized  Water  Reactors,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.72-8  Filed  1-3-72;  8:45  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  22058;  Order  71-12-128] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Petition  for 
Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
28th  day  of  December  1971. 

On  October  14,  1971,  Allegheny  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Allegheny)  filed  a  petition 
for  reconsideration  of  Order  71-10-15, 
dated  October  4,  1971,  insofar  as  it 
amended  the  carrier’s  certificate  for 
Route  97  so  as  to  redesignate  the  point 
Martinsburg  as  “Hagerstown-Martins- 
burg”  on  segment  8  of  Route  97.  Alle¬ 
gheny  does  not  request  reconsideration 
of  the  hyphenation  of  “Hagerstown- 
Martinsburg”  on  segment  1. 

In  support  of  its  petition  Allegheny 
asserts,  inter  alia,  that  its  application  in 
Docket  No.  22058  requested  the  deletion 
of  Martinsburg  as  an  intermediate  point 
on  segment  8 — rather  than  redesignation 
of  Martinsburg  as  “Hagerstown-Martins- 
burg;” — that  by  hyphenating  Hagers¬ 
town  and  Mlartinsburg  on  segment  8, 
Allegheny  has,  in  effect,  been  certifi¬ 
cated  to  provide  service  to  Hagerstown  in 
markets  for  which  no  need  for  new  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  demonstrated.  As  an  alter¬ 
native  to  deletion  of  Martinsburg  from 
segment  8,  Allegheny  requests  that  the 
Board  amend  its  certificate  to  specify 
that  service  to  Hagers  to  wn-Martinsburg 
shall  be  through  the  Hagerstown  airport. 

No  answers  to  Allegheny’s  petition 
have  been  received. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  to  grant  Allegheny’s  petition  for 
reconsideration  and  issue  an  amended 
certificate  deleting  Martinsburg  from 
segment  8.  We  agree  with  the  carrier 
that  addition  of  Hagerstown -Martins¬ 
burg  to  segment  8  could  create  new 
responsibilities  for  the  carrier,  which 
was  not  the  intention  of  Order  71-10-15. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  addition  of 
Hagersto  wn-Martinsburg  to  segment 
1 — which  Allegheny  does  not  contest — 
will  Insure  that  Martinsburg  will  receive 
the  benefits  of  being  retained  in  Al¬ 
legheny’s  certificate,  as  part  of  a  hy¬ 
phenated  point.  Accordingly,  we 
conclude  that  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  the  amendment  of 
Allegheny’s  certificate  for  route  97  in  the 
form  and  manner  set  forth  in  the  at¬ 
tached  certificate.  We  further  find  that 
the  carrier  is  fit,  willing  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  perform  the  transportation  au¬ 
thorized  herein  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  rules, 
regulations  and  requirements  of  the 
Board  thereunder. 

For  the  purposes  of  determining  a  li¬ 
cense  fee,  the  fee  set  forth  in  $  389.25 
of  the  Board’s  organization  regulations 
for  deletion  of  a  single  point  will  be 
applicable. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  amended  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  route  97 


NOTICES 

in  the  form  attached  hereto  be  issued 
to  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.; 

2.  Said  certificate  shall  be  signed  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  by  Its.  Secretary, 
shall  have  affixed  thereto  the  seal  of 
the  Board,  and  shall  be  effective  on 
February  2,  1972:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  effective  date  of  said  certificate 
shall  be  automatically  postponed  until 
further  Board  order  if  the  appropriate 
license  fee  is  not  paid  pursuant  to 
§  389.21(b)  of  the  regulations;  and 

3.  This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 

Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[Issued  pursuant  to  Order  71-12-128 J 

Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 

Necessity  for  Local  or  Feeder  Service  (as 

AMENDED)  FOR  ROUTE  97 

Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Is  hereby  author¬ 
ized,  subject  to  the  provisions  hereinafter 
set  forth,  the  provisions  of  Title  IV  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  the  orders, 
rules,  and  regulations  Issued  thereunder,  to 
engage  in  air  transportation  with  respect  to 
persons,  property,  and  mall,  as  follows: 

1.  Between  the  c ©terminal  points  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  the  In¬ 
termediate  points  Hagerstown,  Md. -Martins¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  Harrisburg- York,  Wllllams- 
port,  Altoona,  Johnstown,  Pittsburgh,  Oil 
Clty-Franklln,  and  Bradford,  Pa.,  and  James¬ 
town,  N.Y.,  and  the  terminal  point  Buffalo, 
N.Y.; 

2.  Between  the  coterminal  points  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  Salisbury,  Md.,  Cape  May  and 
Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  Wilmington,  Del.,  Phlla- 
delphla.  Pa. -Camden,  N.J.,  and  Trenton,  N.J., 
and  (a)  beyond  Trenton,  the  Intermediate 
points  New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J.,  Iellp, 
N.Y.,  Bridgeport  and  New  Haven.  Conn..  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn. -Springfield,  Mass.,  New  London- 
Oroton,  Conn.,  and  Providence,  R.I.,  and  the 
terminal  point  Boston,  Mass.,  and  (b)  beyond 
Trenton,  the  terminal  point  Albany.  N.Y.; 

3.  Between  the  coterminal  points  Memphis 
and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  the  Intermediate  points 
Lexington,  Ky..  Huntington,  Parkersburg,  and 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  (a) 
beyond  Pittsburgh,  the  Intermediate  points 
Oil  Clty-Franklln  and  Bradford,  Pa.,  and 
Jamestown,  N.Y.,  and  the  terminal  point  Buf¬ 
falo,  N.Y.,  and  (b)  beyond  Pittsburgh,  the  In¬ 
termediate  points  Johnstown,  Altoona,  and 
Harrlsburg-York,  Pa.,  and  (1)  beyond  Harris¬ 
burg- York,  the  intermediate  points  Allen- 
town-Bethlehem-Easton,  Pa.,  and  the  co- 
terminal  points  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark, 
NJ„  and  (U)  beyond  Harrlsburg-York,  the 
Intermediate  points  Lancaster  and  Reading, 
Pa.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa. -Camden,  NJ.,  and 
the  terminal  point  Atlantic  City,  N.J.; 

4.  Between  the  terminal  point  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  the  Intermediate  points  Johnstown,  Al¬ 
toona,  Du  Bols,  Clearfleld-PhUipsburg,  Bele- 
fonte-State  College,  Williams  part,  Harrls¬ 
burg-York,  Hazelton,  Scranton-Wllkes-Barre, 
and  Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton.  Pa.,  New 
York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J.,  Isllp,  N.Y.,  Bridge¬ 
port  and  New  Haven,  Conn.,  Hartford,  Conn  - 
Sprlngfleld,  Mass.,  New  London-Groton, 
Conn.,  and  Providence,  R.I.,  and  the  ter¬ 
minal  point  Boston,  Mass.; 

6.  Between  the  terminal  point  Detroit, 
Mich.,  the  Intermediate  points  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  Erie,  Pa.,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  and  Brad¬ 
ford,  Williamsport,  and  Harrlsburg-York,  Pa., 
and  (a)  beyond  Harrlsburg-York,  the  co ter¬ 
minal  points  Washington,  D.C..  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  (b)  beyond  Harrlsburg- 
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York,  the  Intermediate  points  Lancaster, 
Reading,  and  Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, 
Pa.,  and  (1)  beyond  Allentown-Bethlehem- 
Easton,  the  Intermediate  points  Scran  ton - 
Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  Isllp.  N.Y.,  Bridgeport  and 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  Hartford,  Conn. -Spring- 
field,  Mass.,  the  New  London-Groton,  Conn., 
and  Providence,  R.I.,  and  the  terminal  point 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  (11)  beyond  Allentown- 
Bethlehem-Easton,  the  Intermediate  points 
Philadelphia,  Pa. -Camden,  N.J.,  and  Atlantic 
City,  N.J.,  and  the  coterminal  points  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark,  N.J.; 

6.  Between  the  terminal  point  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.-Camden,  N.J.,  and  the  cotermlnal 
points  Norfolk- Virginia  Beach-Port smouth- 
Chesapeake  and  Newport  News-Hampton- 
Williamsburg-Yorktown,  Va.; 

7.  Between  the  terminal  point  Louisville, 
Ky.,  and  the  terminal  point  Pittsburgh,  Pa.; 

8.  Between  the  ooterminal  points  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  the  Inter¬ 
mediate  point  Elkins.  W.  Va.,  and  (a)  beyond 
Elkins,  the  terminal  point  Charleston,  W.  Va., 
and  (b)  beyond  Elkins,  the  intermediate 
points  Clarksburg-Fairmont,  W.  Va.,  Parkers¬ 
burg,  W.  Va. -Marietta,  Ohio,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  Indianapolis  and  South  Bend,  Ind.,  and 
Kalamazoo,  Mich.,  and  the  terminal  point 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.; 

9.  Between  the  terminal  point  Chicago,  Ill., 
the  intermediate  point  Lafayette,  Ind.,  and 
(a)  beyond  Lafayette,  the  terminal  point 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  (b)  beyond  Lafayette, 
the  intermediate  points  Kokomo-Logans- 
port-Peru  and  Marlon,  Ind.,  and  (1)  beyond 
Marlon,  the  intermediate  points  Lima  and 
Mansfield,  Ohio,  and  the  terminal  point  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  (11)  beyond  Marlon,  the  In¬ 
termediate  point  M  uncle- Anderson-New 
Castle,  Ind.,  and  the  terminal  point  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio; 

10.  Between  the  terminal  point  Chicago, 
Ill.,  the  intermediate  points  Danville,  Ill., 
and  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  (a)  beyond  Terre 
Haute,  the  Intermediate  point  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  and  (1)  beyond  Indianapolis,  the  ter¬ 
minal  point  Evansville  Ind.,  and  (11)  beyond 
Indianapolis,  the  Intermediate  points  Dayton 
and  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  (1)  beyond  Co¬ 
lumbus,  the  Intermediate  point  Mansfield. 
Ohio,  and  the  terminal  point  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
and  (2)  beyond  Columbus,  the  intermediate 
points  Akron-Canton  and  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
and  Erie,  Pa.,  and  the  terminal  point  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  and  (b)  beyond  Terre  Haute,  the  In¬ 
termediate  point  Bloomington,  Ind.,  and  (1) 
beyond  Bloomington,  the  terminal  point 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  (11)  beyond  Bloom¬ 
ington,  the  terminal  point  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
and  (c)  beyond  Terre  Haute,  the  Inter¬ 
mediate  point  Lawrenceville,  Ill. -Vincennes, 
Ind.,  and  the  terminal  point  Evansville,  Ind.; 

11.  Between  the  alternate  terminal  points 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Evansville,  Ind.,  the  In¬ 
termediate  points  Cincinnati,  Dayton,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Lima,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  the 
terminal  point  Detroit,  Mich.; 

12.  Between  the  terminal  point  Detroit, 
Mich.,  the  intermediate  points  Toledo.  San¬ 
dusky,  Cleveland,  Akron-Canton,  and 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  the  terminal  point 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.; 

13.  Between  the  terminal  point  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  the  Intermediate  points  Clarks¬ 
burg-Fairmont,  Morgantown,  and  Wheeling, 
W.  Va..  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  the  terminal 
point  Erie,  Pa.; 

14.  Between  the  terminal  point  Dayton, 
Ohio,  the  Intermediate  points  Columbus  and 
Zanesville-Cambridge,  Ohio,  and  (a)  beyond 
Zanesvllle-Cambrldge,  the  terminal  point 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  (b)  beyond  Zanesvllle- 
Cambrldge,  the  Intermediate  points  Wheeling 
and  Morgantown.  W.  Va.,  and  the  coterminal 
points  Washington,  D.C..  and  Baltimore,  Md.; 

15.  Between  the  terminal  point  Louisville. 
Ky.,  and  the  terminal  point  Indianapolis, 
Ind.; 
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16.  Between  the  terminal  point  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  the  Intermediate  point  Terre  Haute, 
lnd„  and  the  terminal  point  Indianapolis, 

Ind.; 

17.  Between  the  terminal  point  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.,  and  the  terminal  point  New  York, 
N.Y. -Newark,  NJ.; 

18.  Between  the  terminal  point  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  the  Intermediate  points  Dayton  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  the  terminal  point 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

The  service  herein  authorized  is  subject 
to  the  following  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations: 

(1)  The  holder  shall  render  service  to  and 
from  each  of  the  points  named  herein,  except 
as  temporary  suspensions  of  service  may  be 
authorized  by  the  Board;  and  may  begin  or 
terminate,  or  begin  and  terminate,  trips  at 
points  short  of  terminal  points. 

(2)  The  holder  may  continue  to  serve  reg¬ 
ularly  any  point  named  herein  through  the 
airport  last  regularly  used  by  the  holder  to 
serve  such  point  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  certificate.  Upon  compliance  with 
such  procedure  relating  thereto  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Board,  the  holder  may,  in 
addition  to  the  service  hereinabove  expressly 
prescribed,  regularly  serve  a  point  named 
herein,  other  than  a  point  required  to  be 
served  through  a  single  airport,  through  any 
airport  convenient  thereto. 

(3)  On  each  trip  operated  by  the  holder 
over  all  or  part  of  a  segment  other  than  seg¬ 
ment  6,  7,  15,  17,  or  18,  the  holder  shall  stop 
at  each  point  named  between  the  point  of 
origin  and  point  of  termination  of  such  trip 
on  such  segment,  except  a  point  or  points 
with  respect  to  which  (a)  the  Board,  pur¬ 
suant  to  such  procedure  as  the  Board  may 
from  time  to  time  prescribe,  may  by  order 
relieve  the  holder  from  the  requirements  of 
such  condition,  (b)  the  holder  is  authorized 
by  the  Board  to  suspend  service,  (c)  the 
holder  is  unable  to  render  service  on  such 
trip  because  of  adverse  weather  conditions 
or  other  conditions  which  the  holder  could 
not  reasonably  have  been  expected  to  foresee 
or  control,  or  (d)  paragraph  (4),  (5),  or  (6) 
below  is  applicable. 

(4)  If  the  holder  has  scheduled  two  dally 

round  trips  to  a  given  Intermediate  point  on 
a  segment  other  than  segment  6,  7,  15,  17, 
or  18,  it  may  omit  such  point  on  any  addi¬ 
tional  trips  scheduled  over  all  or  part 
of  such  segment,  subject  to  the  following 
limitations;  * 

(a)  The  holder  shall  schedule  service  to  a 
minimum  of  two  Intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  the  following  pairs  of  points: 

Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Dayton, 
Ohio. 

Boston,  Mass.,  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

Buffalo,  N.Y.,  and  Isllp,  N.Y.,  or  Washington, 
DC. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Islip,  N.Y.,  or  New  York, 
N.Y.-Newark,  N.J. 

Dayton,  Ohio,  and  Washington,  D.C. 

Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Hartford,  Conn.-Spring- 
fleld.  Mass.,  Islip,  N.Y.,  or  New  York,  N.Y.- 
Newark,  N.J. 

Provided,  That  if  Sc  ran  ton- Wilkes-Barre  or 
Williamsport,  Pa.,  is  scheduled  as  an  inter¬ 
mediate  point  between  Detroit  and  Boston  or 
Hartford-Sprlngfield,  no  other  intermediate 
point  need  be  scheduled. 

(b)  The  holder  shall  schedule  service  to  a 
minimum  of  one  Intermediate  point  between 
the  following  pairs  of  points : 

Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Cleveland  or  Columbus, 
Ohio,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

Boston,  Mass.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Erie,  Pa, 
Jamestown,  N.Y,  or  New  York,  N.Y.-New¬ 
ark,  NJ. 


Bridgeport,  Conn,  and  Detroit,  Mich. 

Buffalo,  N.Y,  and  Columbus,  Ohio,  or  Mem¬ 
phis  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

Charleston,  W.  Va,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

Chicago,  m,  and  Cincinnati  or  Dayton,  Ohio, 
or  Evansville,  Ind. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Washington,  D.C. 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Hartford,  Conn. -Spring- 
field,  Mass,  Indianapolis,  Ind,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa. -Camden,  N.J,  Providence,  R.I, 
or  Washington,  D.C.  ^ 

Columbus,  Ohio,  and  Washington,  D.C. 
Detroit,  Mich,  and  Evansville,  Ind,  Hartford, 
Conn. -Springfield,  Mass,  Philadelphia,  Pa  - 
Camden,  N.J,  Providence,  R.I,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Detroit,  Mich,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  (exclu¬ 
sive  of  Cleveland,  Ohio) . 

Erie,  Pa,  and  Hartford,  Conn.-Sprlngfleld, 
Mass,  or  Providence,  R.I. 

Hartford.  Conn. -Springfield,  Mass,  and 
Jamestown,  N.Y. 

Jamestown,  N.Y,  and  Providence,  R.I. 

New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J.,  and  Lexington, 
Ky„  Memphis  or  Nashville,  Tenn,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Pittsburgh,  Pa,  and  Washington,  D.C. 
Albany,  N.Y,  and  Washington.  D.C.:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  this  condition  shall  not  pre¬ 
vent  the  holder  from  providing  nonstop 
service  between  Albany,  N.Y,  and  Friend¬ 
ship  Airport  and  from  holding  out  such 
service  as  service  to  Washington,  D.C,  so 
long  as  the  holder  apprises  the  public  of 
the  airport  through  which  such  Albany- 
Washington  nonstop  service  is  being  pro¬ 
vided. 

(6)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (4)  above,  the  holder  may  sched¬ 
ule  nonstop  service  between  Columbus  and 
Youngstown,  Ohio. 

(6)  If  the  holder  has  scheduled  one  dally 
round  trip  to  Hagerstown,  Md.-Martlnsburg, 
W.  Va,  on  segment  1,  Salisbury,  Md,  or  Cape 
May  or  Atlantic  City,  N.J,  on  segment  2,  or 
Du  Bo  la.  Pa,  on  segment  4,  the  holder  may 
omit  service  to  such  point  on  any  additional 
trips  scheduled,  over  all  or  part  of  the  seg¬ 
ment  on  which  such  point  is  named. 

(7)  Flights  serving  Boston,  Mass,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Providence,  R.I,  or  Hartford, 
Conn.-Sprlngfield,  Mass,  on  the  other  hand, 
shall  originate  or  terminate  at  a  point  south 
or  west  of  New  York,  N.Y.-Newark,  N.J. 

(8)  Flights  serving  Memphis  and  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn,  shall  originate  or  terminate  at  a 
point  north  and  east  of  Nashville. 

(9)  The  holder  shall  schedule  nonstop 
service  (a)  between  Detroit,  Mich,  and 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  only  on  flights  originating 
or  terminating  at  a  point  east  or  south  of 
Cleveland;  and  (b)  between  Pittsburgh,  Fa, 
and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  only  on  flights  which 
also  serve  a  point  beyond  either  Pittsburgh 
or  Cleveland. 

(10)  Mights  scheduled  over  segment  10  to 
serve  Chicago,  Ill,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Columbus,  Cleveland,  Akron -Canton  or 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  Erie,  Pa,  or  Buffalo,  N.Y, 
on  the  other  hand,  shall  also  serve  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind. 

(11)  Flights  scheduled  to  serve  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Orand  Rapids 
or  Kalamazoo,  Mich,  South  Bend  or  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind,  or  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  the  other 
hand,  shall  also  serve  one  intermediate  point 
east  of  Cincinnati  on  segment  8. 

(12)  Mights  scheduled  to  serve  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  and  Indianapolis,  Ind,  shall  also  serve 
a  point  beyond  Cincinnati  or  Indianapolis. 

(13)  Mights  scheduled  to  serve  Louisville, 
Ky,  and  any  other  point  on  segment  11  shall 
also  serve  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

( 14)  The  holder  shall  not  serve  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  or  Detroit,  Mich,  on  nonstop  flights 
scheduled  between  Baltimore,  Md,  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa. 


(15)  The  holder  shall  not  schedule  single¬ 
plane  service  between  Albany,  N.Y,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa,  or  New  York, 
N.Y.-Newark,  NJ,  on  the  other  hand. 

(16)  Harrisburg- York,  Pa,  on  segments  1, 
3,  4,  and  5  shall  be  served  through  a  single 
airport. 

(17)  The  Intermediate  point  Cape  May, 
N.J,  shall  be  served  only  during  the  period 
commencing  not  earlier  than  June  1,  or 
later  than  June  15,  and  terminating  not  ear¬ 
lier  than  September  1,  or  later  than  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  inclusive,  of  each  year,  except  that  the 
Board  may  enlarge  said  period  If  the  Board 
determines  that  said  period  does  not  permit 
adequate  seasonal  service. 

(18)  The  holder  is  authorized  to  render 
flagstop  service  by  omitting  the  physical 
landing  of  its  aircraft  at  any  intermediate 
point  or  (on  segments  8  through  16)  at  any 
segment  junction  point  scheduled  to  be 
served  on  a  particular  flight:  Provided,  That 
there  are  no  persons,  property,  or  man  on 
the  aircraft  destined  for  such  point,  and  no 
such  traffic  available  at  such  point  for  the 
flight  at  the  scheduled  time  of  departure. 

(19)  Notwithstanding  the  linear  route  de¬ 
scription  in  this  certificate,  the  holder  may 
schedule  nonstop  service  between  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich,  and  Toledo,  Ohio. 

(20)  The  holder's  authority  to  engage  In 
the  transportation  of  mail  with  respect  to 
those  operations  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  to 
Order  71-6-63,  as  amended  by  Order  71-7-191, 
Is  limited  to  the  carriage  of  mall  on  a  non- 
subsidy  basis,  l.e,  on  a  service  mail  rate  to  be 
paid  entirely  by  the  Postmaster  General,  and 
the  holder  shall  not  be  entitled  to  any  sub¬ 
sidy  with  respect  to  such  operations. 

The  exercise  of  the  privileges  granted  by 
this  certificate  shall  be  subject  to  such  other 
reasonable  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
required  by  the  public  Interest  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  prescribed  by  the  Board. 

The  services  authorized  by  this  certifi¬ 
cate  were  originally  established  pursuant  to  a 
determination  of  policy  by  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board  that  In  the  discharge  of  Its 
obligation  to  encourage  and  develop  air 
transportation  under  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Act,  as  amended,  it  is  in  the  public  Interest 
to  establish  certain  air  carriers  who  will  be 
primarily  engaged  in  short-haul  air  trans¬ 
portation  as  distinguished  from  the  service 
rendered  by  trunkline  air  carriers.  In  ac¬ 
cepting  this  certificate,  the  holder  acknowl¬ 
edges  and  agrees  that  the  primary  purpose 
of  this  certificate  is  to  authorize  and  require 
It  to  offer  short-haul,  local  or  feeder,  air 
transportation  service  of  the  character  de¬ 
scribed  above. 

The  holder  acknowledges  and  agrees  that  it 
is  entitled  to  receive  only  service  mall  pay 
for  the  mall  service  rendered  or  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  solely  in  connection  with  operations 
specified  in  paragraph  (20) ,  and  that  It  la  not 
authorized  to  request  or  receive  any  compen¬ 
sation  for  mail  service  rendered  or  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  for  such  operations  in  excess  of  the 
amount  payable  by  the  Postmaster  General. 

This  certificate  shall  be  effective  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1972:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
effective  date  of  said  certificate  shall  be  auto¬ 
matically  postponed  until  further  Board 
order  if  the  appropriate  license  fee  is  not 
paid  pursuant  to  section  389.21(b)  of  the 
regulations.  , 

The  authorizations  to  serve  (a)  the  por¬ 
tion  of  segment  8  east  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
(b)  between  Columbus  and  Akron-Canton, 
Ohio,  on  segment  10,  (c)  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on 
segment  10,  and  (d)  segment  14,  exclusive 
of  segment  14(a),  shall  expire  on  Decem¬ 
ber  23,  1966.1 

‘On  June  11,  1965,  an  application  was  filed 
in  Docket  No.  16232  for  renewal  of  these 
authorizations. 
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In  witness  whereof,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  has  caused  this  certificate  to  be  exe¬ 
cuted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Board,  and  the 
seal  of  the  Board  to  be  affixed  hereto,  on  the 
28th  day  of  December  1971. 

[seal]  Harrt  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-78  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 51  am] 


[Docket  No.  14235;  Order  71-12-132] 

OZARK  AIRLINES,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Regarding  Fares  for  Foreign 
Visitors 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
or.  the  29th  day  of  December  1971.  Agree¬ 
ment  among  certain  air  carriers  con¬ 
cerning  promotional  area-fare  tariffs  for 
foreign  visitors,  Docket  14235,  Agreement 
CAB  17281-A8. 

On  December  14,  1971,  Ozark  Airlines, 
Inc.,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  certain  other 
air  carriers1  filed  with  the  Board  an 
amendment  of  an  existing  agreement 
concerning  the  “Visit  USA”  tariff.  The 
existing  agreement  was  first  approved 
by  Order  E-19961,  on  August  29,  1963, 
and  by  subsequent  amendments  the  car¬ 
riers  have  continued  it  in  effect  through 
December  31,  1971.*  By  the  instant 
amendment  the  carriers  would  extend 
the  expiration  date  on  the  current  tariff 
for  1  year,  to  December  31,  1972  and, 
in  addition,  Frontier  would  limit  its  par¬ 
ticipation  to  the  provision  of  nonreserva¬ 
tion  service  beginning  with  February  1, 
1972. 

In  view  of  the  nature  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  for  the  same  reasons  as  were 
stated  by  the  Board  in  Order  E-19961, 
the  Board  does  not  find  Agreement  CAB 
17281-A8  to  be  adverse  to  the  public 
interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a) ,  412  and  414  thereof, 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  Agreement  CAB  17281-A8  is  ap¬ 
proved:  and 

2.  Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agree¬ 
ment,  or  any  interested  person,  may 
within  10  days  from  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order  submit  statements  in  writing 
containing  reasons  deemed  appropriate, 
together  with  supporting  data  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies  of 
the  statement  should  be  filed  with  the 
Board’s  docket  section.  The  Board  may, 
upon  consideration  of  any  statements 
filed,  modify  or  rescind  its  action  herein 
by  subsequent  order. 


1  Hughes  Air  Corp.,  d.b.a.  Air  West,  Inc., 
Alaska  Airlines,  Inc.,  Allegheny  Airlines ,  Inc., 
Frontier  Airlines,  Inc.,  Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc., 
North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  Piedmont  Air¬ 
lines,  Southern  Airways,  Inc.,  Texas  Inter¬ 
national  Airlines,  Inc. 

’Orders  E-21851  (February  26,  1965); 
E-22976  (December  7.  1965);  E-24503  (De¬ 
cember  9,  1966);  E-26100  (December  11, 
1967);  68-11-19  (November  5,  1968);  69-10- 
58  (October  13.  1969);  and  70-12-69  (De¬ 
cember  14, 1970) . 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harrt  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-79  Filed  l-3-72;8:51  am] 
[Docket  No.  24060;  Order  71-12-74] 

CITY  OF  PALM  SPRINGS,  CALIF. 

Order  Granting  Exemption 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
16th  day  of  December  1971. 

By  telegraphic  application  filed  on 
December  16,  1971,  the  city  of  Palm 
Springs,  Calif.,  requests  that  the  Board 
grant  American  Airlines,  Inc.  (American) 
an  emergency  temporary  exemption  from 
condition  (26)  of  its  certificate  for  route 
4  so  as  to  permit  American  to  carry  Palm 
Springs-Los  Angeles /Phoenix  local  traf¬ 
fic  1  during  the  pendency  of  the  current 
strike  against  Air  West. 

In  support  of  its  request,  the  city  as¬ 
serts,  inter  alia,  that  the  strike  against 
Air  West  has  eliminated  80  percent  of  the 
Palm  Springs-Los  Angeles  nonstop  serv¬ 
ice  and  100  percent  of  the  Palm  Springs- 
Phoenix  service:  and  that  since  Palm 
Springs  is  beginning  its  peak  winter  sea¬ 
son,  the  elimination  of  service  between 
these  points  will  seriously  inconvenience 
the  traveling  public.  Palm  Springs 
further  states  that  Western  Air  Lines  has 
advised  that  they  will  not  interpose  an 
objection  to  the  instant  request.3 

In  light  of  the  unusual  circumstances 
raised  by  the  instant  application,  we  are 
taking  action  pursuant  to  Rule  410  of  the 
Board’s  rules  of  practice  without  await¬ 
ing  the  filing  of  answers  or  replies 
thereto.* 

Upon  consideration  of  the  application 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  to  exempt  American  from  section 
401  of  the  Act  and  the  terms,  conditions, 
and  limitations  of  its  certificate  for  route 
4  to  the  extent  necessary  to  enable 
American  to  carry  local  traffic  between 
Palm  Springs,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Phoenix  and  Los  Angeles,  on  the  other 
hand,  pending  resumption  of  service  by 


1  Condition  (26)  of  American’s  route  4 
states  as  follows:  “(26)  On  flights  serving 
Palm  Springs,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  or  Phoenix,  Arlz.,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  holder  shall  not  discharge  at 
Palm  Springs  persons,  property,  or  mall  en¬ 
planed  at  Los  Angeles  or  Phoenix  and  shall 
not  discharge  at  Los  Angeles  or  Phoenix  per¬ 
sons,  property,  or  mall  enplaned  at  Palm 
Springs.” 

'American  filed  an  answer  in  support  of 
Palm  Springs’  request. 

'As  stated  above,  we  are  advised  by  Palm 
Springs  that  Western  Air  Lines  has  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  Palm  Springs’  request.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Air  West  has  advised  the  Board’s  staff 
that  It  has  no  objection  to  the  award  to 
American  so  long  as  the  authority  terminates 
when  Air  West  resumes  service. 


Air  West.4  We  will  also  exempt  American 
from  the  tariff  filing  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  403  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  the 
markets  herein  in  issue,  so  long  as  the 
carrier  charges  the  Palm  Springs-Los 
Angeles,  or  Palm  Springs-Phoenix  fares 
set  forth  in  its  current  tariff  on  file  with 
the  Board,  used  in  making  involuntary 
refunds. 

The  demand  for  replacement  service 
arising  from  the  Air  West  strike  consti¬ 
tutes  unusual  circumstances  affecting 
American’s  operations.  In  these  circum¬ 
stances,  enforcement  of  the  certification 
requirements  of  the  Act  would  preclude 
the  provision  of  needed  public  service 
and  enforcement  of  these  requirements 
would  be  an  undue  burden  on  Ameri¬ 
can.*  We  find  that  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  of  sections  401  and  403  of  the 
Act,  and  the  terms,  conditions,  and 
limitations  of  the  carrier’s  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  for 
route  4,  insofar  as  they  would  otherwise 
prohibit  the  service  herein  authorized 
would  be  an  undue  burden  on  American 
by  reason  of  the  limited  extent  of  and 
unusual  circumstances  affecting  its  oper¬ 
ations  and  not  in  the  public  interest. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  American  Airlines,  Inc.  be  and  it 
hereby  is  temporarily  exempted  from  the 
provisions  of  section  401  of  the  Act  and 
the  terms,  condi tions,  and  limitations  of 
its  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  route  4  insofar  as  they 
would  otherwise  prevent  it  from  carrying 
traffic  between  Palm  Springs,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  the  other  hand; 

2.  American  Airlines,  Inc.  be  and  it 
hereby  is  exempted  from  section  403  of 
the  Act  insofar  as  that  section  would  re¬ 
quire  the  filing  of  a  tariff  for  the  car¬ 
riage  of  local  traffic  in  the  Palm  Springs- 
Phoenix /Los  Angeles  markets,  so  long  as 
American  charges  the  Palm  Springs-Los 
Angeles,  or  Palm  Springs-Phoenix  fares 
set  forth  in  its  current  tariff  on  file  with 
the  Board,  used  in  making  involuntary 
refunds: 

3.  The  authority  granted  herein  shall 
become  effective  on  the  date  of  this  order 
and  shall  continue  in  effect  until  such 
time  as  Air  West  resumes  service  in  the 
Palm  Springs-Phoenix  and  Palm 
Springs-Los  Angeles  markets;  and 

4.  This  order  may  be  amended  or  re¬ 
voked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board  without  notice  or  hearing. 


*  Both  Palm  Springs  and  American  request 
that  American’s  exemption  authority  con¬ 
tinue  untU  1  week  after  Air  West  resumes 
service.  We  do  not  find  It  to  be  necessary  to 
extend  the  authority  herein  granted  beyond 
the  date  when  Air  West  resumes  service  in 
the  market. 

•Moreover,  to  require  the  carrier  to  en¬ 
gage  In  a  certification  proceeding  In  order 
to  provide  the  service  would  subject  It  to  a 
financial  burden  wholly  disproportionate  to 
the  revenues  to  be  derived  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations. 
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This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-80  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 51  am] 


{Order  71-12-130] 

SWIFT  HOME-WRAP,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Temporary  Relief 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
28th  day  of  December  1971. 

From  time  to  time,  at  the  request  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD) ,  the 
Board  has  granted  temporary  relief  from 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (the  Act)  to  permit  34  unauthorized 
Indirect  air  carriers 1  to  transport  by  air, 
used  household  goods  *  of  Department  of 
Defense  personnel.  The  relief  will  expire 
180  days  after  the  Board’s  decision  in 
Docket  No.  20812  becomes  final  or,  as  to 
each  individual  company  named  in  the 
appendix  to  Orders  71-10-56  and  71-11- 
74,  upon  Board  disposition  of  such  com¬ 
pany’s  application  for  air  freight  for¬ 
warder  and/or  international  air  freight 
forwarder  authority,  whichever  event 
shall  occur  first.' 

By  letter  dated  November  18, 1971,  the 
Department  of  the  Army,  acting  on  be¬ 
half  of  DOD,  stated  that,  in  addition  to 
the  34  carriers  already  exempted,  it  now 
has  a  requirement  for  the  services  of 
Swift  Home-Wrap,  Inc.,  an  unauthorized 
Indirect  air  carrier,  and  requests  that  it 


1  American  Ensign  Van  Service,  Inc.,  Asiatic 
Forwarders,  Inc.,  CTI -Container  Transport 
International,  Inc.,  Four  Winds  Forwarding, 
Inc.,  HC&D  Moving  St  Storage,  Imperial 
Household  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  International 
Sea  Van,  Inc.,  North  American  Van  Lines, 
#  Inc.,  Aero  Mayflower  Transit  Co.,  Inc.,  Allied 
Van  Lines,  Inc.,  Astron  Forwarding  Com¬ 
pany,  Davidson  Forwarding  Company,  Fern- 
strom  Storage  and  Van  Co.,  Home-Pack 
Transport,  Inc.,  King  Van  Lines,  Inc, 
Richardson  Transfer  Sc  Storage  Co,  Inc, 
Smyth  Worldwide  Movers,  Inc,  Air  Van  Lines, 
Inc,  Burnham  Van  Service,  Inc,  Suddath  Van 
Lines,  Inc,  United  Van  Lines,  Inc,  Von  der 
Ahe  Van  Lines,  Inc,  Door  to  Door  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc,  RepubUc  Van  St  Storage  Co,  Inc, 
Trans-American  Van  Service,  Inc,  American 
Red  Ball  Transit  Company,  Gets  Bros,  and 
Co,  UJ3,  Neptune  Thru -Container  Corp, 
Karevan,  Inc,  DeWltt  Freight  Forwarding, 
Deloher  Intercontinental  Moving  Service 
(DIMS),  Garrett  Forwarding  Co,  Pyramid 
Van  Lines,  Inc,  and  Rocky  Ford  Moving  Van, 
Inc. 

•The  term  "vised  household  goods”  means 
personal  effects  (Including  unaccompanied 
baggage)  and  property  used  or  to  be  used  In 
a  dwelling,  when  a  part  of  the  equipment  or 
the  supply  at  such  dwelling,  but  specifically 
excludes  (1)  furniture,  fixtures,  equipment, 
and  the  property  of  stores,  offices,  museums, 
Institutions,  hospitals,  or  other  establish¬ 
ments,  when  a  part  of  the  stock,  equipment, 
or  supply  at  such  stores,  offices,  museums. 
Institutions,  hospitals,  or  other  establish¬ 
ments,  and  (2)  objects  of  art  (other  than 
personal  effects) ,  displays  and  exhibits. 

•See  Order  71-10-56,  dated  October  13, 
1971. 


be  similarly  relieved  from  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Act. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  circumstances, 
the  Board  finds  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  temporarily  relieve  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  Swift  Home- Wrap, 
Inc.  to  transport  by  air  used  household 
goods  of  personnel  of  DOD. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered, 

1.  That  pursuant  to  sections  101(3) 
and  204  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended.  Swift  Home-Wrap, 
Inc.  is  hereby  relieved  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Title  IV  and  section  610(a)  (4) 
of  the  Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
transport  by  air  used  household  goods  of 
personnel  of  DOD  upon  tender  by  that 

.Department; 

2.  That  the  relief  granted  herein  shall 
terminate  180  days  after  the  Board’s  de¬ 
cision  in  Docket  20812  becomes  final  or 
upon  Board  disposition  of  Swift  Home- 
Wrap,  Inc.’s  application  for  air  freight 
forwarder  and/or  international  air 
freight  forwarder  authority,  whichever 
event  shall  occur  first; 

3.  That  this  order  may  be  amended  or 
revoked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  without  hearing;  and 

4.  That  copies  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  on  the  Military  Traffic  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Terminal  Service,  U.S.  Army, 
and  Swift  Home -Wrap,  Inc. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

{FR  Doc.72-81  Filed  1-3-72;  8:51  am] 


{Docket  No.  24085;  Order  71-12-133] 

WESTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 
Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  29th  day  of  December  1971. 

By  tariff  revisions 1  marked  to  become 
effective  December  30,  1971,  Western  Air 
Lanes,  Inc.  (Western)  proposes  to  extend 
the  expiration  of  its  circle-trip  excursion 
fares  from  December  31,  1971  to  May  31, 
1972.  The  fares  are  available  from  num¬ 
erous  western  U.S.  points  to  Alaska,  Ha¬ 
waii  and  return  and  offer  discounts  in 
the  20-  to  40-percent  range  depending 
on  the  routing  chosen.  Free  stopovers 
at  any  or  all  points  on  a  particular  rout¬ 
ing  sue  permitted  and  travel  is  permitted 
at  any  time. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  Western  al¬ 
leges  that  during  the  entire  period  the 
fares  have  been  in  effect  the  growth  of 
air  travel  has  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  economic  recession,  and  that  as  a 
result  an  accurate  testing  of  the  fares’ 
generative  effect  has  not  been  possible. 
The  carrier  believes  that  with  the  cur¬ 
rent  signs  of  potential  improvement  in 
traffic  growth  the  fares  may  prove  to  be 
an  effective  stimulant,  and  accordingly 


1  Revisions  to  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.’s  Tar¬ 
iff  CAB  No.  87. 


wishes  to  extend  their  availability  for 
an  additional  5 -month  period. 

Aloha  Airlines,  Inc.,  (Aloha)  and  Ha¬ 
waiian  Airlines,  Inc.,  (Hawaiian)  have 
filed  a  joint  complaint  requesting  sus¬ 
pension  and  investigation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  extension  in  view  of  the  absence 
of  a  Hawaiian  common-fare  provision. 
These  carriers  contend  that  extension  of 
the  fares  without  applicability  of  this 
provision  violates  Western’s  certificates 
for  routes  35  and  139,  which  provide  that 
authority  to  serve  Hilo  shall  be  contin¬ 
gent  upon  its  filing  and  keeping  on  file 
with  the  Board  tariffs  providing  for 
common  fares.  Aloha  and  Hawaiian 
further  contend  that  the  Board  removed 
all  doubts  as  to  the  scope  of  this  condition 
when  it  suspended  United’s  recent  pro¬ 
posal  to  establish  one-way  affinity  group 
fares  which  likewise  did  not  provide  for 
intra-Hawaii  common  fares.’ 

In  answer  to  the  complaint  Western 
alleges  that  the  fares  are  intended  to  en¬ 
courage  passengers  to  visit  Hawaii  as  an 
intermediate  point  on  trips  between  west 
coast  cities  and  Alaska,  and  that  they 
were  set  at  a  level  essentially  equal  to 
direct  mainland- Anchorage  fares  except 
where  the  resulting  yields  would  be  below 
4  cents  per  mile.  The  carrier  contends 
that  this  level  was  needed  to  generate 
traffic  on  its  new  nonstop  Honolulu - 
Anchorage  segment  and  that,  had  it  been 
required  to  offer  common-fare  privileges, 
it  is  doubtful  that  it  would  have  imple¬ 
mented  the  fares  because  of  the  expected 
revenue  dilution. 

Western  also  alleges  that  its  certificate 
provision  regarding  Hawaiian  common 
fares  does  not  apply  to  this  tariff  since 
the  fares  are  essentially  for  mainland- 
Alaska  service,  although  routed  via  Ha¬ 
waii  in  one  direction.  It  asserts  that  its 
circle-trip  fares  are  comparable  to  the 
Los  Angeles-Hong  Kong,  Los  Angeles- 
Tokyo,  and  New  York-Sydney  round  trip 
fares  of  transpacific  carriers,  all  of  which 
permit  stopovers  in  Hawaii  without  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  common-fare  privilege. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  tariff  pro¬ 
posal  and  all  other  relevant  matters,  the 
Board  finds  that  the  proposal  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  unduly  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful  and  should  be  investigated.  The 
Board  further  concludes  that  the  fares 
should  be  suspended  pending  investiga¬ 
tion. 

By  Order  71-9-113,  September  29, 
1971,  the  Board  suspended  affinity  group 
fares  proposed  in  the  Hawaiian  market 
because  such  fares  did  not  provide  for 
common  fares  and  stopovers  provided 
free  or  at  a  nominal  charge  within  the 
state  of  Hawaii,  as  required  by  the  car¬ 
riers’  authority  to  serve  Hilo.  Western's 
certificate  authority  contains  a  similar 
requirement  which,  as  we  indicated,  ap¬ 
plies  to  all  classes  of  fares  to  Hawaii 
which  the  carriers  publish. 

Western’s  allegation  that  its  circle- 
trip  fares  are  comparable  to  fares  ap¬ 
plied  by  other  carriers  on  transpacific 
services  has  little  bearing  on  the  issue 
at  hand.  While  those  carriers  offer  stop¬ 
over  privileges  at  Honolulu,  without 


•  Order  71-9-113. 
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providing  common  fare  privileges  with¬ 
in  the  State,  their  certificates  for  trans-  • 
pacific  service  do  not  contain  the 
common-fare  condition  attached  to 
their  domestic  certificate  authority  to 
serve  Hawaii.  Since  the  tariff  proposal 
relates  to  operations  conducted  under 
Western’s  domestic  certificate,  it  is  prima 
facie  a  violation  of  a  certificate  condi¬ 
tion  similar  to  that  interpreted  in  Order 
71-9-113  and  therefore  should  be 
suspended. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That : 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  expiration  date 
of  May  31,  1972,  on  the  Fourth  Revised 
Title  Page  of  Western  Air  lines,  Inc.’s 
CAB  No.  87  and  rules,  regulations  or 
practices  affected  by  such  expiration 
date  are  or  will  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  If  found  to  be  unlawful, 
to  determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful 
expiration  date  (if  any)  and  rules,  reg¬ 
ulations,  or  practices  affecting  such 
expiration  date; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by 
the  Board,  the  expiration  date  of  May 
31,  1972,  on  Fourth  Revised  Title  Page 
of  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.’s  CAB  No. 
87  is  suspended  and  its  use  deferred 
to  and  including  March  28,  1972,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and 
that  no  changes  be  made  therein  during 
the  period  of  suspension  except  by  or¬ 
der  or  special  permission  of  the  Board; 

3.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  Examiner 
of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  here¬ 
after  to  be  designated;  and 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in,  the  complaint  in  Docket  No.  24053 
is  dismissed;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  with 
the  aforesaid  tariff  and  be  served  upon 
Aloha  Airlines,  Inc.,  Hawaiian  Airlines, 
Inc.,  and  Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  which 
are  hereby  made  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-82  Filed  l-3-72;8:52  am] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

JAPAN-ATLANTIC  &  GULF  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJS.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 


Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street,  NW„ 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y„  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  within  10  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  C.  A.  Cole,  Jr.,  Chairman,  Japan- 
Atlantlc  &  Gulf  Freight  Conference.  Su¬ 
mitomo  Selmel  Yaesu  Building,  3,  Yaesu 
4-Ohome,  Chuo-Ku,  Tokyo  104,  Japan. 

Agreement  No.  3103-48  supersedes 
Agreement  No.  3101-47  (which  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  December  15, 
1971).  In  addition  to  containing  all  new 
matters  appearing  in  Agreement  No. 
3103-47,  Agreement  No.  3103-48  also 
amends  Article  3,  Freight  Charges  and 
Filing  of  Documents,  of  the  basic  agree¬ 
ment,  to  include  transportation  “to 
United  States  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Ports  or 
points  within  the  scope  of  section  18(b) 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended.” 

Dated:  December  29, 1971. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-87  Filed  1-3-72; 8:52  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  2146] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Change  in 
Land  Rights 

December  22,  1971. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  for  approval  of  the  conveyance 
of  an  easement  on  project  property  to 
the  State  of  Alabama  Highway  Depart¬ 
ment,  to  permit  raising  and  maintaining 
a  bridge  and  approaches,  has  been  filed 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C. 
791a-825r)  by  Alabama  Power  Co.  (cor¬ 
respondence  to  Mr.  S.  R.  Hart,  Jr.,  vice- 
president — engineering,  Alabama  Power 
Co,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202)  in  Project 
No.  2146  located  on  the  Coosa  River  in 


St.  Clair,  Elmore,  Chilton,  Coosa,  Shelby, 
Calhoun,  Etowah,  and  Cherokee  Coun¬ 
ties  in  Alabama  and  Floyd  County,  Ga. 
The  project  land  to  be  conveyed  is  in 
St.  Clair  and  Talladega  Counties,  Ala. 

The  application  seeks  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  proposed  conveyance  of  an 
easement  on  project  lands,  covering 
about  5.9  acres  of  project  land,  in  order 
to  allow  construction  and  maintenance 
of  a  bridge  and  approaches  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  where  it  crosses  Logan  Martin 
Reservoir  in  St.  Clair  and  Talladega 
Counties.  Raising  of  the  bridge  would  in¬ 
crease  the  clearance  from  5  feet  to  about 
14.5  feet  above  full  reservoir  level.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  such  easement  will 
not  be  inconsistent  with  project  opera¬ 
tions  or  recreational  uses  of  project  land 
or  waters,  and  that  the  State  of  Alabama 
will  be  required  to  protect  the  reservoir 
from  pollution  during  bridge  construction 
and  maintenance. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestant 
parties  to  the  proceedings.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  become  parties  to  a  proceeding 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-30  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-152] 

ALABAMA-TENNESSEE  NATURAL 
GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  28, 1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  7,  1971, 
Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(applicant).  Post  Office  Box  918,  Flor¬ 
ence,  AL  35630,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72- 
152  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  it  to  increase  its  sales  on  a 
temporary  basis  to  the  town  of  Selmer, 
Tenn.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Specifically,  applicant  seeks  authority 
to  increase  sales  and  deliveries  up  to  800 
Mcf  per  day  to  the  town  to  Selmer,  Term., 
an  existing  customer  of  applicant,  on  a 
temporary  basis  until  November  1,  1973. 
Applicant  states  that  no  additional  fa¬ 
cilities  or  gas  supply  are  required  to  en¬ 
able  it  to  render  the  increased  service  to 
Selmer.  The  Increased  volumes  for  the 
proposed  service  to  Selmer  will  be  ob¬ 
tained  through  a  temporary  exchange 
agreement  whereby  the  town  of  Moulton, 
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Ala.,  and  Reynolds  Metals  Co.,  existing 
customers  of  applicant,  will  reduce  their 
present  contract  volumes  by  300  and  500 
Mcf  per  day,  respectively,  to  enable  ap¬ 
plicant  to  serve  Selmer. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intrevene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc. 72-38  Filed  l-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7689] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Initial  Rate 
Schedule 

December  28, 1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  15, 1971, 
Arizona  Public  Service  Co.  filed  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  E-7689  an  application  for  an  in¬ 
itial  rate  schedule.  The  company’s  letter 
of  transmittal  appears  below.1 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW„  Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  SS  18  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
January  7,  1972.  Protests  will  be  consid- 


1  Filed  aa  part  of  the  original. 


ered  by  the  Commission  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  The  company’s  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

*  Mart  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-39  Filed  1—3—72;  8:48  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP71-311] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Prehearing 

Conference  and  Prescribing  Proce¬ 
dures 

December  28,  1971. 

On  June  24,  1971,  Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Co.  (applicant)  filed  an  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP7 1-311  to  acquire  by 
purchase  and  operate  facilities  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  consisting  of  3.7  miles  of 
6-inch  diameter  pipeline  and  appurte¬ 
nant  facilities  from  Bromet  Co.,  Colum¬ 
bia  County,  Ark.  for  $52,610. 

On  April  1,  1969,  in  Docket  No.  CP69- 
209  (41  FPC  440),  Arkansas  Louisiana 
was  authorized  by  the  Commission  to 
commence  a  direct  sale  of  natural  gas  to 
Bromet.  An  industrial  gas  sales  contract 
dated  January  27,  1969,  between  Arkan¬ 
sas  Louisiana  and  Bromet  has  a  term  of 
2  years  and  an  option  allowing  Bromet 
to  extend  the  term  of  the  contract  to 
December  31,  1985.  On  March  2,  1971, 
Bromet  exercised  its  right  to  extend  the 
term  to  1985  and,  pursuant  to  the  con¬ 
tract,  tendered  to  Arkansas  Louisiana 
the  pipeline  for  purchase  pursuant  to 
section  3(c)  of  the  pipeline  agreement 
dated  February  25,  1969,  and  section 
13(b)  of  the  industrial  gas  sales  contract. 
The  said  contract  provisions  are  subject 
to  the  receipt  by  Arkansas  Louisiana  of 
the  necessary  regulatory  approvals. 

Pursuant  to  the  foregoing,  Arkansas 
Louisiana  has  applied  for  authorization 
from  the  Commission  under  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  acquire  and 
operate  the  existing  pipeline  facility.  Ar¬ 
kansas  Louisiana  stated  that,  to  its 
knowledge,  Bromet  had  received  no  au¬ 
thorization  from  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  to  operate  the  3.7  mile  line  be¬ 
tween  Arkansas  Louisiana’s  facilities  and 
the  Bromet  Co.  plant. 

In  Docket  No.  RP71-122,  applicant’s 
gas  supply  deficiency  situation  reveals  a 
need  to  conserve  deliverability  to  meet 
human  needs  and  applicant  is  curtailing 
industrial  customers  this  year.  Curtail¬ 
ments  in  the  next  year  appear  likely.  Be¬ 
cause  of  gas  supply  deficiencies  on  appli¬ 
cant’s  system  this  application  should  be 
disposed  of  only  after  formal  hearing 
thereof.  No  petition  to  intervene  or  no¬ 
tice  of  intervention  was  filed  on  or  before 
July  26, 1971,  as  required  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  of  application  issued  July  2, 
1971,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  13,  1971,  36  F.R.  13061. 

The  Commission  finds;  (1)  The  above 
matters  relating  to  the  application  of  Ar¬ 
kansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.  in  Docket  No. 
CP71-311  should  be  disposed  of  upon 
hearing  thereof ; 


(2)  The  disposition  of  the  above  mat¬ 
ters  will  be  facilitated  and  the  proceed¬ 
ing  expedited  by  the  setting  of  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  before  a  presiding 
examiner  pursuant  to  $  1.18  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure ; 
and 

(3)  The  grant  of  the  application  in  this 
proceeding  may  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  due  to  the  present  gas  supply  de¬ 
ficiency  existing  on  applicant’s  system. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  sections  7,  15,  and  16  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  a  prehearing  conference  will  be 
held  at  10  a.m.  (e.s.t.) ,  January  18,  1972, 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20426,  before  a  presiding  ex¬ 
aminer  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Examiner. 

(B)  The  prehearing  conference  set  in 
paragraph  (A)  above  will  be  pursuant  to 
§  1.18  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  to  consider  the  means 
by  which  the  hearing  may  be  facilitated 
and  expedited. 

(C)  The  Chief  Examiner  will  desig¬ 
nate  an  examiner  to  preside  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  herein  and  to  control 
proceedings  thereafter  in  his  discretion 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-40  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 48  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7685] 

CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC 
SERVICE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

December  22, 1971. 

On  December  20,  1971,  The  Vermont 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  filed  a  request 
for  an  extension  of  time  within  which  to 
file  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  in 
the  above-designated  matter. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  is  extended  to  and 
including  January  7,  1972,  within  which 
protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may  be 
filed  in  the  above-designated  matter. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-31  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-89 ] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Proposed 
Curtailment  Plan 

December  23,  1971. 
Take  notice  that,  on  December  15, 1971, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
(Columbia)  tendered  for  filing  First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  Nos.  1,  18,  19,  20,  28,  29,  30. 
33,  47,  and  62  and  Original  Sheet  Noa. 
19A,  28A,  28B,  47A,  62A,  62B,  90,  91,  92, 
93,  and  94  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  Original 
Volume  No.  1,  which  constitute  its  cur¬ 
tailment  plan  pursuant  to  Order  No.  431. 
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Columbia  requests  that  the  tendered 
tariff  sheets  become  effective  January  15, 
1972. 

The  proposed  curtailment  procedures 
contained  in  these  tariff  sheets  continues 
to  recognize  Columbia’s  primary  public 
service  obligation  to  domestic  customers. 
The  basic  change  made  by  this  filing  is 
the  addition  of  limitations  of  service  and 
curtailment  provisions  under  gas  supply 
deficiency  conditions.  Section  14.2  limits 
Columbia’s  obligation  to  deliver  maxi¬ 
mum  monthly  volumes  of  gas  to  its  cus¬ 
tomers,  except  those  who  purchase  under 
Rate  Schedule  SGS.  Such  monthly 
volumes  are  set  forth  on  Original  Sheet 
Nos.  90-94  of  the  tariff. 

Section  14.3  sets  forth  the  curtailment 
procedures  for  storage  protection  and  gas 
supply  deficiency  curtailment  whoa 
Columbia  is  not  able  to  deliver  the  maxi¬ 
mum  monthly  volumes  or  to  inject  the 
necessary  volumes  of  gas  into  its  under¬ 
ground  storage  fields.  In  such  event, 
Columbia  will  ratably  curtail  all  cus¬ 
tomers,  except  those  who  purchase  under 
Rate  Schedule  SGS. 

The  tariff  changes  further  provide  that 
if  such  ratable  curtailment,  after  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  all  other  sources  of  gas  supply 
including  peak  shaving  and  after  full  in¬ 
terruption  and  curtailment  of  interrupt¬ 
ible  and  curtailable  loads  and  firm  in¬ 
dustrial  loads,  would  result  in  inadequate 
gas  supply  for  customer’s  remaining 
markets,  then,  upon  a  satisfactory  veri¬ 
fied  notification  to  Columbia,  Columbia 
to  the  extent  possible  will  not  curtail 
such  customer  below  that  level  and  such 
volumes  not  curtailed  will  be  assigned  to 
the  remaining  customers  of  Columbia  as 
additional  curtailment,  for  which  the 
customers  shall  be  compensated  by  a 
credit  to  their  bills  at  the  rate  of  25  cents 
per  Mcf. 

Identical  new  sections  6(c)  of  the  CDS 
and  G  Rate  Schedules  are  penalty  pro¬ 
visions  for  volumes  taken  in  excess  of 
the  volumes  specified  in  the  limitations 
and  curtailment  procedures.  A  penalty  of 
$10  per  Mcf  is  imposed  for  each  Mcf  in 
excess  of  103  percent  of  the  total  winter 
month  volumes  (November  through 
March)  provided  for  in  S§  14.2  and  14.3; 
however,  a  buyer  which  has  utilized  the 
3  percent  allowable  overrun  or  any  part 
thereof  during  the  winter  months  will 
have  its  maximum  monthly  volumes  re¬ 
duced  during  the  subsequent  summer 
months  (April  through  October)  by  an 
amount  equal  to  the  excess  volumes  up  to 
3  percent  taken  during  the  winter  period 
with  75  percent  of  such  reduction  to  be  re¬ 
flected  in  the  4-month  period  ending  with 
the  July  billing  month.  In  the  event  that 
a  buyer  exceeds  101  percent  of  the  total 
of  its  maximum  monthly  volumes  for  the 
November-October  period,  a  penalty  of 
$10  per  Mcf  will  be  assessed  for  volumes 
in  excess  of  101  percent  excluding 
volumes  for  which  penalties  were  pre¬ 
viously  imposed.  New  section  6(d)  pro¬ 
vides  that  there  will  be  deducted  from 
penalties  imposed  as  a  result  of  section 
6(c)  any  penalties  otherwise  payable 
under  other  tariff  provisions. 

Section  14.5  provides  for  a  commodity 
rate  adjustment  whereby  Columbia’s 


rates  shall  be  increased  or  decreased  to 
reflect  the  net  of  credits  made  to  buyers 
and  penalties  received  by  accumulating 
any  penalties  paid  together  with  the 
credits  made  to  customers  to  compensate 
them  for  additional  ordered  curtailment 
and  annually  such  net  of  the  credits  and 
penalties  shall  be  divided  by  the  sales  of 
Columbia  to  all  customers  (except  those 
under  Rate  Schedule  SGS)  to  determine 
a  rate  adjustment  to  be  effective  for  the 
next  calendar  year. 

Columbia  is  also  proposing  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  demand  charge  credit  in  in¬ 
stances  where  curtailments  are  under 
conditions  of  storage  protection  and  gas 
supply  deficiency  or  result  from  operat¬ 
ing  conditions. 

The  “free”  day  currently  provided  for 
in  the  CDS  and  G  Rate  Schedules  for 
excess  takes  by  customers  and  for  under¬ 
deliveries  by  Columbia  has  been  elim¬ 
inated.  In  addition  to  the  above,  minor 
changes  have  been  made  to  the  current 
tariff  in  order  to  accommodate  the  pro¬ 
posed  curtailment  procedures. 

The  above  recitation  summarizes  Co¬ 
lumbia’s  proposed  curtailment  plan.  The 
full  proposal  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  is  available  for  public  inspection. 

Columbia  states  that  copies  of  its  fil¬ 
ing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions.  Additionally,  Columbia 
states  that  a  copy  of  its  filing  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  in  its  office  in 
Wilmington,  Del. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  this 
filing  should  on  or  before  January  5, 1972, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  participate 
as  parties  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Any  order  issued  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  subject  to  the  Commission’s  State¬ 
ment  of  Policy  Implementing  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970  (Public 
Law  91-379,  84  Stat.  799,  as  amended  by 
Public  Law  92-15,  85  Stat.  38)  and  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11615  including  such 
amendments  as  the  Commission  may 
require. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-32  Filed  l-3-72;8:47  aim] 

[Project  No.  23361 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Change  in 
Land  Rights 

December  22,  1971. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  for  approval  of  the  convey¬ 
ance  of  project  property  to  Property 


Management  Services,  Inc.  (PMS),  a 
subsidiary  of  Georgia  Kraft  Co.,  for  de¬ 
velopment  as  a  vacation  home  area,  has 
been  filed  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
(16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by  Georgia  Power 
Co.  (correspondence  to  Mr.  I.  S.  Mitchell 
III,  vice  president  and  secretary,  Georgia 
Power  Co.,  270  Peachtree  Street,  Post 
Office  Box  4545,  Atlanta,  GA  30302)  in 
Project  No.  2336,  located  in  Jasper,  Butts, 
and  Newton  Counties,  Ga.,  near  Monti- 
cello  and  Jackson,  and  on  the  Ocmulgee 
River.  The  project  land  to  be  conveyed 
is  in  Jasper  County,  Ga. 

The  application  seeks  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  proposed  conveyance  of  5.9 
acres  of  shoreline  land  within  the  proj¬ 
ect  boundary.  The  project  land  to  be 
conveyed  is  bounded  by  the  project  res¬ 
ervoir  (Jackson  Lake)  and  land  now 
owned  by  PMS.  The  project  land  will 
be  incorporated  into  PMS’s  recently  be¬ 
gun  1,560-acre  Turtle  Cove  vacation  de¬ 
velopment  on  the  eastern  shore  of  the 
lake.  The  applicant  states  that  it  can¬ 
not  utilize  whatever  recreational  poten¬ 
tial  the  parcel  may  have  because  the  land 
is  isolated  from  its  other  holdings  and 
access  is  lacking.  This  conveyance  will 
also  serve  to  complement  Exhibit  R,  the 
applicant’s  own  plan  for  recreational 
use  of  project  lands  and  waters. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
February  3,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceedings.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-33  Filed  1-3-72;  8:47  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-7692] 

INTERSTATE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Increase  in 
Resale  Rates 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  14, 1971, 
Interstate  Power  Co.  filed  in  Docket  No. 
E-7692  an  application  for  an  increase  in 
its  resale  rates.  The  company’s  letter  of 
transmittal  appears  below.1 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 

’Filed  as  part  of  the  original. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  1— TUESDAY,  JANUARY  4,  1972 


36 


NOTICES 


(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  petitions  or  pro¬ 
tests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1972.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commssion  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  The  company’s  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.72-41  Plied  1-3-72;  8: 48  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP69-251] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

AND  NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COM¬ 
PANY  OF  AMERICA 

Notice  of  Supplement  to  Petition  To 
Amend 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  8,  1971, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co. 
(Michigan  Wisconsin) ,  1  Woodward  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit,  MI  48226,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP69-251  a  supplement  to  petition 
to  amend  filed  September  22,  1971,  by  it¬ 
self  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Natural)  by  requesting  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  a  pipeline  and  the  related 
gas  purchase  meter  at  the  Bass  wellhead 
located  in  the  Deep  Bayou  Field,  Cam¬ 
eron,  Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  supplement  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

By  order  issued  in  this  proceeding  on 
May  20,  1969  (41  FPC  655),  as 

amended,  the  Commission  issued  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act  authorizing  the  exchange 
of  natural  gas  between  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  Natural.  On  September  22,  1971, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  and  Natural  filed  a 
petition  to  amend  said  order  by  author¬ 
izing  a  new  point  of  delivery  of  gas  by 
Michigan  Wisconsin  to  Natural  to  en¬ 
able  Michigan  Wisconsin,  in  the  most 
economic  manner,  to  accept  delivery  of 
gas  it  has  contracted  to  purchase  from 
Perry  R.  Bass  in  Cameron  Parish. 

In  the  instant  supplement,  Michigan 
Wisconsin  requests  that  it  be  authorized 
to  construct  and  operate  1.5  miles  of  6- 
inch  pipeline  extending  from  the  Bass 
well  to  the  new  delivery  point  located  on 
Natural's  30-inch  pipeline  in  Cameron 
Parish  where  Michigan  Wisconsin  will 
deliver  the  gas  purchased  from  Bass  to 
Natural  for  exchange.  Michigan  Wiscon¬ 
sin  had  heretofore  contemplated  con¬ 
structing  the  facilities  under  budget  au¬ 
thorization. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  states  that  the  es¬ 
timated  cost  of  $114,220  will  be  financed 
with  funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
supplement  should  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 


petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  Persons  who  have 
already  filed  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  with  regard  to  the  petition  to 
amend  of  September  22,  1971,  need  not 
file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-42  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 48  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-164] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  23,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  8,  1971, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (appli¬ 
cant)  ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-154  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  natural  gas  compressor  facilities, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  install  one  350 
horsepower  compressor  unit  at  its  Hobbs, 
N.  Mex..  Compressor  Station  and  Treat¬ 
ing  Plant  Complex  in  order  to  take  into 
its  transmission  line  approximately  3,500 
Mcf  per  day  of  natural  gas  formerly  uti¬ 
lized  for  plant  fuel  which  has  been  dis¬ 
placed  by  applicant’s  recent  purchase  of 
an  intrastate  supply  of  natural  gas.  Ap¬ 
plicant  plans  to  utilize  the  350  horse¬ 
power  compressor  unit  scheduled  to  be 
abandoned  and  removed  from  its  North 
Gomez  Gathering  System  in  Pecos 
County,  Tex.,  for  installation  at  the 
Hobbs  Plant.  The  estimated  cost  of  the 
project  is  $78,600,  which  applicant  states 
will  be  financed  from  cash  on  hand  and 
from  funds  generated  through  opera¬ 
tions.  Applicant  says  that  this  proposal 
will  provide  for  the  conservation  of  Its 
Lea  County,  N.  Mex.,  gas  reserved  by  dis¬ 
placing  those  volumes  previously  used 
for  fuel  with  an  intrastate  supply. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  11,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  It  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 


taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  became  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-35  Filed  l-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7694] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  27,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  16, 1971, 
Northern  States  Power  Co.  (applicant) 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  seeking  an 
order  authorizing  the  issuance  of  $50 
million  principal  amount  of  first  mort¬ 
gage  bonds  (bonds). 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  and  is  engaged  primarily  in  the 
electric  utility  business  in  central  and 
southern  Minnesota,  southeastern  South 
Dakota,  and  in  the  Fargo-Grand  Forks 
and  Minot  areas  of  N.  Dak. 

The  bonds  are  to  be  issued  at  competi¬ 
tive  bidding  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  Applicant  has  scheduled 
February  23,  1972,  as  the  date  for  the 
opening  of  bids.  The  bonds  will  be  dated 
as  of  March  1,  1972,  and  will  mature  on 
March  1,  2002. 

None  of  the  bonds  will  be  redeemable 
prior  to  March  1,  1977,  other  than  for  the 
sinking  fund,  with  money  borrowed  at  a 
lower  cost. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  new 
bonds  will  be  added  to  the  general  funds 
of  NSP-MINN  which  are  estimated  at 
approximately  $50  million  as  of  the  date 
of  the  issuance  and  delivery  of  the  new 
bonds.  If  the  short-term  borrowings  at 
the  date  of  the  issuance  and  delivery  of 
the  new  bonds  total  less  than  $50  million, 
then  the  balance  of  the  proceeds  not  used 
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to  prepay  short-term  borrowings  will  be 
used  for  construction  expenditures.  The 
short-term  borrowings  have  been  or  will 
be  incurred  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction  program  of  NSP-MINN. 

Expenditures  during  1972  for  the  con¬ 
struction  program  of  applicant  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $184  million,  of  which  $167 
million  is  for  electric  facilities,  $7  million 
for  gas  facilities,  and  $10  million  for 
heating,  telephone,  and  general  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  14,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10) .  The  application  is  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Mart  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-43  FUed  l-3-72;8:48  am] 

[Docket  No.  E-7669] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  OF  INDIANA  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Rate  Schedule  Changes 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  2,  1971, 
Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana,  Inc.  (PSI) 
submitted  for  filing  certain  proposed  rate 
schedule  changes  to  the  Kentucky  In¬ 
diana  Pool  Planning  and  Operating 
Agreement  (KIP  Agreement)  designated 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  217.  The  KIP 
Agreement  to  be  superseded  is  an  agree¬ 
ment  between  PSI,  Indianapolis  Power  & 
Light  Co.  (IPL)  and  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company  (KU)  and  was  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  5,  1968. 

The  proposed  rate  schedule  changes 
are  filed  in  the  form  of  an  agreement  be¬ 
tween  PSCI,  IPL,  KU,  and  Eastern  Ken¬ 
tucky  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  Corp. 
(EK),  and  is  dated  July  9,  1971. 

The  new  agreement  proposes  to  effect 
revisions  in  the  existing  KIP  Pool  Agree¬ 
ment  by  the  addition  of  a  new  member, 
EK. 

The  proposed  rate  schedule  changes 
embodied  in  the  new  agreement  are  as 
follows: 

(a)  Diversity  power: 

Energy  delivered  under  this  service 
schedule  will  be  billed  at  110  percent  of 
suppliers  out-of-pocket  cost. 

(b)  Unit  power: 

Demand  charges  will  be  computed  an¬ 
nually  using  the  most  recent  plant  cost 
and  expenses  and  each  party’s  annual 
fixed  charged  rate.  Energy  charges  will 
be  determined  using  a  fuel  adjustment 
formula. 

(c)  Back  up  power: 

The  applicable  demand  charge  is  to  be 
$0.06  per  kilowatt  per  day  or  $0.35  per 
kilowatt  for  any  7  consecutive  days. 
Energy  will  be  billed  at  110  percent  of 
suppliers  out-of-pocket  cost. 

(d)  Emergency  power: 

Will  be  compensated  for  by  return  of 
equivalent  energy  or  billed  at  110  percent 
of  suppliers  out-of-pocket  cost. 

(e)  Economy  energy: 

FEDERAL 


Displacement  energies;  to  be  billed  on 
split  savings  basis.  Surplus  energy:  Non¬ 
displacement  energy;  compensated  for 
by  the  return  of  equivalent  energy  or 
billed  at  110  percent  of  suppliers  out-of- 
pocket  cost. 

(f)  Short  term  power: 

Demand  charge  will  be  $0.40  per 
kilowatt  per  week;  energy  charge  will 
be  110  percent  of  suppliers  out-of-pocket 
cost. 

In  addition  to  superseding  the  present 
KIP  Agreement  the  proposed  rate  sched¬ 
ule  changes  provide  for  the  suspension 
of  certain  articles  in  two  interconnection 
agreements  one  between  PSCI  and  IPL 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  48;  and  the  other 
between  KU  and  EK,  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  73. 

PSCI  has  requested  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirement  to 
permit  an  effective  date  of  September 
1, 1971. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  any  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
January  25,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-44  Filed  1-3-72:8:48  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP72-153] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  8,  1971, 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (applicant). 
Post  Office  Box  2563,  Birmingham,  AL 
35202,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-153  an 
application  pursuant  t»  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  by  sale  to  Alabama 
Gas  Corp.  (Alabama  Gas)  approxi¬ 
mately  2,060  feet  of  applicant’s  existing 
Opelika  No.  2  lateral  line  in  Lee  County, 
Ala.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  Alabama  Gas 
desires  to  integrate  its  distribution  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  area  of  the  Opelika  No.  2 
line  by  purchase  of  said  line.  Applicant 
proposes  to  continue  serving  Alabama 
Gas  through  the  existing  measuring  sta¬ 
tion  and  states  that  no  service  would  be 
discontinued  as  a  result  of  the  proposed 
abandonment.  The  sale  price  of  the 
lateral  is  $22,435. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
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application  should  on  or  before  January 
17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  proposed  abandonment  are 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
formal  hearing  is  required,  further  notice 
of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary'. 

[FR  Doc.72-45  FUed  1-3-72; 8: 48  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP72-163] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  29,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  21, 1971, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co„  a  Division 
of  Tenneco  Inc.  (applicant).  Post  Office 
Box  2511,  Houston,  TX  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP  72-163  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  for 
Worcester  Gas  Light  Co.  (Worcester) 
for  the  limited  term  ending  October  31. 
1972,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  up  to 
15,300  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day,  for  the 
limited  term  ending  October  31,  1972,  for 
Worcester  from  the  Hopkinton  LNG 
Corp.  in  Hopkinton,  Mass.,  to  existing 
points  of  interconnection  between  appli¬ 
cant’s  and  Worcester’s  facilities  located 
within  the  Commonwealth  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Applicant  proposes  to  charge  a 
monthly  transportation  charge  com¬ 
prised  of  a  demand  rate  of  29.41  cents 
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multiplied  by  the  daily  transportation 
quantity  plus  a  volume  rate  of  4.9  cents 
multiplied  by  the  volume  of  transporta¬ 
tion  gas  actually  delivered,  subject  to 
certain  minimum  bill  provisions.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  all  deliveries  will  be 
made  through  existing  facilities  and  that 
the  proposed  service  can  be  rendered 
without  affecting  applicant’s  ability  to 
render  its  presently  authorized  firm 
service  to  existing  customers. 

Applicant  states  that  the  purpose  of 
the  application  is  to  enable  Worcester  to 
utilize  the  natural  gas  received  under 
this  transportation  arrangement  for 
winter  peak  shaving  purposes  in  lieu  of 
propane-air. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  January  14,  1972,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  1.57.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-36  Filed  1-3-72:8:48  amj 


(Docket  Noe.  RP71-6,  etc.] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 
Order  Postponing  Consideration  of 
Motion  to  Approve  Settlement 
Agreement  and  Setting  Hearing 

December  23, 1971. 

On  August  16,  1971,  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.  (Tennessee)  filed  a  motion 


for  approval  of  a  settlement  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP71-6,  RP71-57,  and  RP72-1,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment.  The  settlement  agreement  would 
resolve  all  issues  in  these  proceedings, 
with  the  exception  of  the  allocation  of 
total  Tenneco,  Inc.,  interest  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  the  Federal  income 
tax  expense  includable  in  Tennessee’s 
cost  of  service  and  in  issue  of  normaliza¬ 
tion  of  liberalized  tax  depreciation  for 
ratemaking  purposes. 

The  company  filed  in  Docket  No. 
RP71-6  for  an  increase  in  basic  rates  of 
$108,400,000.  In  Docket  Nos.  RP71-57  and 
RP72-1,  the  company  filed  for  rate  in¬ 
creases  to  track  purchased  gas  costs  of 
$18,243,397  and  $4,591,876,  respectively. 
Tennessee  states  in  its  motion  that  dur¬ 
ing  settlement  discussions  it  indicated  a 
test  period  revenue  deficiency  of  $117,- 
200,000.  Based  upon  the  filing  tendered 
by  Tennessee,  and  upon  its  own  cost 
analysis,  the  Commission  staff  deter¬ 
mined  a  revenue  deficiency  of  $23,782,- 
721.  The  proffered  settlement  would  in¬ 
crease  Tennessee’s  basic  rates  by  ap¬ 
proximately  $71.5  million  annually  plus 
the  purchased  gas  tracking  costs  for  a 
total  rate  increase  of  $94,335,273  annu¬ 
ally. 

Numerous  answers  were  filed  to  indi¬ 
cate  support  or  no  opposition  to  the 
settlement  agreement.  Objections  were 
raised  by  the  staff,  Valley  Gas  Co.,  the 
General  Services  Administration,  and 
the  Tennessee  Valley  Municipal  Gas 
Association.1 

The  present  posture  of  the  case  is  that 
the  direct  evidence  of  both  Tennessee  and 
Commission  staff  have  been  filed  and 
served  upon  all  parties.  Service  dates  for 
all  other  parties  have  been  suspended 
by  the  Presiding  Examiner,  pending  our 
determination  of  Tennessee’s  motion  to 
approve  the  proposed  Stipulation  and 
Agreement.  No  opportunity  for  cross- 
examination  of  witnesses  has  been  given. 

In  support  of  the  proposed  settlement, 
Tennessee  relies  upon  an  undertaking  to 
expand  its  system  by  increments  of  up 
to  $100  million  for  each  of  the  next  5 
years,  subject  to  certain  conditions.  In 
apparent  contradiction,  Tennessee  seeks 
in  the  Settlement  Agreement  to  increase 
its  composite  depreciation  rate  because 
of  its  diminishing  gas  reserve  life  index. 
Further,  in  its  response  to  Staff’s  con¬ 
tention  that  the  settlement  agreement 
should  be  rejected,  Tennessee  stated 
that: 

(b)ecause  of  certain  certificate  conditions 
related  to  the  acquisition  of  producing  prop¬ 
erties  by  the  Company  in  earlier  years,  the 
settlement  cost  of  service  excludes  millions  of 
dollars  In  costs  actually  Incurred  by  the  Com¬ 
pany  In  connection  with  such  gas  producing 
properties  since  the  certificate  conditions 
limit  the  Company  to  an  allowance  for  such 
production  not  to  exceed  area  rates  where 
area  rates  are  less  than  the  unit  cost  of 
service. 


‘  The  Association  Is  composed  of  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  and  Tennessee  municipalities 
that  own  and  operate  natural  gas  distribu¬ 
tion  systems.  The  present  members  of  the 
Association  are  Athens.  Decatur,  Florence, 
Huntsville,  Russellville,  Sheffield,  and  Tus- 
cumbla,  Ala.;  Iuka,  Miss.;  and  Selmer,  Tenn. 


Although  this  request  for  modification 
of  previously  issued  certificates  granted 
in  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (Red 
Snapper),  38  FTC  691  (1967),  and  in 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (Ship  Shoal) , 
42  FPC  1228  (1969),  is  improperly  raised 
in  responsive  pleadings  with  respect  to 
a  proffered  settlement  agreement,  Ten¬ 
nessee  always  has  the  opportunity  pur¬ 
suant  to  our  rules  and  regulations  to  raise 
this  issue  by  petitioning  to  amend  those 
certificates  and  present  evidence  thereon 
in  an  appropriate  manner. 

In  the  instant  proceeding  both  Tennes¬ 
see  and  Staff  have  included  Tennessee's 
Bastian  Bay  production  at  cost  in  their 
respective  costs  of  service.  This  issue  is 
before  the  Commission  in  Bastian  Bay. 
Accordingly,  provision  should  be  made 
in  this  proceeding  for  the  rate  adjust¬ 
ments,  if  any,  which  would  be  appropri¬ 
ate  in  the  event  we  subsequently  deter¬ 
mine  that  some  other  cost  treatment  of 
such  produced  gas  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

These  proceedings  were  instituted  by 
Tennessee’s  filing  of  its  proposed  tariff 
on  September  17,  1970.  The  filed  rates 
were  made  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
for  sales  made  on  and  after  March  17, 
1971.  The  public  interest  will  not  be 
served  by  delay  in  the  final  disposition 
of  this  case.  Accordingly,  we  shall  set 
dates  for  the  expeditious  filing  of  addi¬ 
tional  evidence  and  a  public  hearing  for 
the  purpose  of  cross-examination  of  all 
evidence.  In  so  doing,  we  neither  accept 
nor  reject  the  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  offered  or  comments  and  conten¬ 
tions  made  thereon.  The  Commission 
stands  ready  to  consider  settlement 
agreements  demonstrably  in  the  public 
interest  which  dispose  of  all  disputed  is¬ 
sues  in  all  cases  involving  Tennessee. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Consid¬ 
eration  of  Tennessee’s  motion  to  approve 
the  tendered  settlement  agreement  is 
postponed  without  prejudice  until  after 
the  close  of  the  record  herein. 

(B)  On  or  before  January  17,  1972, 
parties  shall  serve  their  prepared  direct 
testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  rebuttal  evi¬ 
dence  by  Tennessee  shall  be  served  on 
or  before  February  7,  1972.  Cross-exam¬ 
ination  of  the  evidence  shall  commence 
on  February  22,  1972. 

By  the  Commission.’ 

[seal]  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-51  Filed  l-3-72;8:49  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP66-269,  etc.] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  ET  AL. 
Order  Remanding  Proceedings,  Set¬ 
ting  Date  for  Filing  of  Evidence, 
and  Setting  Date  for  Hearings 

December  23,  1971. 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.,  Docket  No.  CP66-269;  Amoco 


*  Commissioner  Brooke,  dissenting.  Joined 
by  Commissioner  Walker,  Issued  a  separate 
statement,  filed  as  part  of  the  original. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  1— TUESDAY,  JANUARY  4,  1972 


NOTICES 


39 


Production  Co.,1  Docket  No.  CI66-010,  et  aL; 
The  Delta  Development  Co,  Inc,  Docket  No. 
Cl 67-1 805;  Molse  W.  Dennery,  Docket  No. 
0167-1806;  Charles  William  Paster  ling. 
Docket  No.  0167-1807;  Gertrude  Jackman 
Fastening,  Docket  No.  CI67-1808;  John  Ber¬ 
nard  Fastening,  m.  Docket  No.  CI67-1809; 
The  Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration  Co, 
Docket  No  CI67-1810;  Joseph  McCloskey, 
Docket  No.  CI67-1811;  Joan  B.  Fastening 
Meyers.  Docket  No.  CI67-1812;  and  Edith 
Fastening  McGee,  and  Kenneth  C.  McGee, 
Docket  No.  CI67-1813. 

This  proceeding  involves  a  lease-sale 
by  Amoco  Production  Co.  (Amoco)  and 
other  producers  of  gas  from  certain  re¬ 
serves  in  the  Bastian  Bay  Field  located 
onshore  in  Plaquemines  Parish.  La,  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  (Tennessee). 
Pursuant  to  our  order  on  December  12, 
1963  (30  FPC  1477),  Tennessee  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP66-269  an  application  for 
authority  under  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  to  construct  and  operate 
2.63  miles  of  line,  the  line  already  being 
in  operation,  and  Amoco  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  in  Docket  No.  CI66-910  for  au¬ 
thority  covering  the  lease-sale  noted 
above. 

The  other  dockets  consolidated  herein 
represent  responses  to  our  order  of 
June  29,  1967  (37  FPC  1195),  by  royalty 
owners  in  the  Bastian  Bay  Field  who  were 
required  by  that  order  to  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  or  to  show  cause 
why  they  should  not  file. 

At  the  time  Amoco’s  application  for  a 
certificate  reached  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  stage  on  September  25,  1967, 
the  Presiding  Examiner  announced  that 
after  receiving  all  evidence  tendered  he 
would  not  certificate  the  lease-sale  with¬ 
out,  at  the  very  least,  several  conditions. 
The  parties  then  agreed  to  waive  cross- 
examination  and  briefs  (except  as  to  the 
issue  of  jurisdiction  over  royalty  inter¬ 
ests).  The  direct  evidence  was  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  record  on  November  21, 
1967,  and  the  Examiner’s  decisiqix  was 
issued  a  year  later  on  November  22,  1968. 

Briefly,  the  Examiner  would  grant  cer¬ 
tificates  to  Tennessee  and  Amoco  but 
would  require  them  to  cancel  and  rescind 
the  lease-sale.  He  recommended  that  a 
proceeding  be  started  to  determine 
whether  Tennessee  had  earned  a  fair  re¬ 
turn  from  1960  to  1968,  and  to  the  extent 
that  it  had,  that  Tennessee  be  required 
to  make  refunds  to  its  customers.  Hie 
filing  of  exceptions  to  that  decision  and 
replies  thereto  was  completed  on  Janu¬ 
ary  27,  1969.  Oral  argument  was  held  on 
November  14,  1969. 

The  primary  question  is  whether  the 
lease-sale  should  be  adopted  in  the  form 
created  by  the  parties,  whether  it  should 
be  conditioned  to  reflect,  inter  alia,  the 
applicable  area  prices  (l.e,  convention¬ 
alized,*  or  whether  it  should  be  treated 

1  Formerly  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp., 
redesignated  by  Notice  of  Redeslgnatlon  la- 
sued  April  21,  1971,  In  Docket  Nos.  0-2790, 
et  al.,  pursuant  to  corporate  name  change 
effective  February  1, 1971. 

1  As  used  herein,  conventionalization  is  the 
conditioning  of  a  certificate  for  the  sale  of 
gas  so  that  the  producer  and  the  purchaser 
bear  the  cost  burdens  which  they  would  In  a 
conventional  sale. 


in  some  other  maimer.  We  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  this  and  subsidiary  questions 
cannot  be  properly  determined  on  the 
basis  at  the  present  record.  We  do  not 
have  sufficient  information  as  to  past 
costs  or  future  expectations  with  respect 
to  the  operation  of  the  Bastian  Bay  Field 
either  assuming  continuation  of  opera¬ 
tions  under  the  lease-sale  transaction 
or  assuming  the  delivered  gas  is  priced 
at  the  applicable  area  rate  under  conven¬ 
tionalization,  and  thus  the  record  is  in¬ 
sufficient  to  make  a  proper  comparison 
of  the  costs,  in  the  light  of  all  pertinent 
and  relevant  factors,  as  between  an  un¬ 
conditioned  lease-sale  and  one  condi¬ 
tioned  to  the  area  rate.  We  thus  remand 
these  proceedings  for  the  purposes  of 
making  a  full  evidentiary  record  upon 
all  issues  related  to  these  proceedings 
and  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up  to 
date  the  quantitative  evidence  now  in  the 
record  related  to  the  operations  result¬ 
ing  from  the  Bastian  Bay  Field  lease-sale 
transaction  for  both  past  and  future 
periods. 

•  Our  remand  will  afford  an  opportunity 
to  weigh,  with  benefit  of  a  full  and  up¬ 
dated  record,  the  pricing  aspects  of  the 
lease-sale,  as  the  Court  directed  in  the 
first  Rayne  Field  appeal,  P.S.C.N.Y.  v. 
F.P.C.,  287  F.  2d  143  (CADC,  1960)  as 
well  as  permit  us  to  weigh  other  factors 
affecting  the  question  of  whether  the 
lease-sale  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  Cf .  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Rayne  Field) , 
21  FPC  860  (1959),  rev’d  sub  nom. 
P.S.C.N.Y.  v.  F.P.C.,  287  F.  2d  143  (1960) ; 
29  FPC  249  (1963),  30  FPC  153  (1963), 
aff’d  sub  nom.  United  Gas  Improvement 
Company  v.  Continental  Oil  Company, 
381  UJ3.  392  (1965) ;  42  FPC  376  (1969), 
44  FPC  1079  (1970),  appeal  docketed, 
Nos.  24716,  et  al.,  CADC,  October  19, 
1970. 

Issues  to  be  considered  on  remand  with 
appropriate  supporting  exhibits  and  tes¬ 
timony  are  first,  of  course,  whether  the 
lease-sale  should  be  certificated  as  pro¬ 
posed  or  if  it  should  be  certificated  with 
conditions  designed  to  reflect  the  appli¬ 
cable  area  price  and  other  conventional 
producer-purehaser  relationships  (con¬ 
ventionalization),  or  if  it  should  be 
treated  in  another  manner.  We  leave  for 
the  applicants  to  decide  whether  to 
merely  update  existing  exhibits  and  testi¬ 
mony  In  the  record  or  to  file  entirely  new 
exhibits  and  testimony  in  support  of 
their  respective  positions  which  may  or 
may  not  vary  from  positions  set  forth 
during  the  earlier  phase  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

In  addition,  whether  the  lease-sale  is 
certificated  as  proposed  or  whether  it  is 
conditioned  to  the  applicable  area  rate, 
the  issue  of  the  method  to  be  used  by 
Tennessee  in  accounting  for  the  Bastian 
Bay  properties  and  production  therefrom 
must  be  considered,  including  its  method 
of  accounting  for  its  note  payments,  costs 
of  field  development,  costs  of  operating 
the  field,  and  reimbursement  thereof. 
The  extent  to  which  rates  collected  by 
Tennessee  from  customers  have  recouped 


its  Bastian  Bay  costs  must  also  be 
detailed  fully. 

The  refund  or  other  treatment  to  be 
accorded  the  royalty  owners  In  Docket 
Nos.  CI67-1805-1813,  assuming  they  are 
found  jurisdictional,  remains  an  Issue  on 
which  an  evidentiary  record  is  necessary. 
The  issue  of  our  jurisdiction  over  royalty 
owners  here  has  already  been  well  briefed 
and  further  evidence  or  discussion  is  not 
required  on  this  point,  but  we  defer  rul¬ 
ing  upon  the  question  pending  our  ruling 
upon  the  entire  proceedings. 

Other  issues  must  also  be  considered 
on  remand  in  the  event  the  Commission 
determines  the  sale  should  be  reflected  at 
the  applicable  area  rate,  e.g.,  whether 
refunds  or  excess  payments  to  Amoco 
from  Tennessee  should  be  made  and,  if 
so,  in  what  amount,  and  whether  a  por¬ 
tion  of  that  amount  should  be  treated  as 
prepayments;  whether  Amoco  should  be 
charged  interest  on  any  refund  ordered 
and,  if  so,  at  what  percentage  rate;  and 
whether  refunds  received  by  Tennessee 
should  be  flowed  through  to  Its  customers 
and,  if  so,  what  amounts. 

We  are  also  today  remanding  for  full 
evidentiary  proceedings  the  pending  fil¬ 
ings  of  Tennessee  for  rate  increases  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP71-6,  et  al.  Because  the 
outcome  of  these  proceedings  has  a  bear¬ 
ing  upon  the  rates  of  Tennessee,  we  are 
providing  that  hearings  in  the  remanded 
proceedings  there  be  commenced  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  22,  1972,  in  the  hope  that  both 
these  remanded  proceedings  will  move 
forward  with  all  due  dispatch  and  come 
before  us  at  approximately  the  same  time 
to  be  decided  together. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  The  record 
is  insufficient  to  resolve  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  in  this  proceeding. 

(2)  The  proceedings  should  be  re¬ 
manded  and  reopened  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  a  full  evidentiary  proceeding 
with  opportunity  for  cross-examination 
upon  all  issues  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  the  above  dockets  are  re¬ 
opened  and  further  hearings  shall  be 
held  to  permit  all  parties  to  adduce  and 
present  such  further  evidence  ar-  they 
deem  necessary  and  appropriate  to  meet 
the  issues  in  the  proceeding  in  the  light 
of  the  above  discussion. 

(B)  The  applicants  herein,  the  royalty 
holders  in  Docket  Nos.  CI67-1 805-181 3 
and  parties  in  support  of  the  applicants 
shall  file  upon  all  parties  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  updated  or  new  evidence 
comprising  their  cases-in-chief  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  31,  1972,  and  indicate  the 
extent  they  rely  upon  the  record  to  date 
in  these  proceedings  with  transcript 
designations  of  testimony  and  exhibit 
numbers  still  relied  upon. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  at  10  a.m.  on  February 
29,  1972,  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW,  Washington,  DC,  concerning  the 
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matters  involved  in  and  the  issues  pre¬ 
sented  by  these  proceedings. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.72-50  Filed  l-3-72;8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP70-58] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  17,  1971, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(petitioner).  Post  Office  Box  1396, 
Houston,  TX  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP70-58  a  petition  to  amend  further  the 
order  granting  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  in  said  docket 
(42  FPC  1015),  as  amended,  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
authorizing  the  elimination  and  substi- 
tion  of  delivery  points  in  Allen  and 
Evangeline  Parishes,  La.,  respectively,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  due  to  certain 
changes  in  transportation  arrangements 
from  offshore  fields,  it  will  receive 
natural  gas,  which  it  in  turn  delivers  in 
Pennsylvania  to  Consolidated  Gas  Sup¬ 
ply  Corp.,  at  a  new  delivery  point  in 
Evangeline  Parish,  La.,  from  Columbia 
Gulf  Transmission  Co.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  eliminate  the  Kinder  delivery 
point  in  Allen  Parish.  La.,  where  Tennes¬ 
see  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.,  presently  delivers  the  gas 
to  applicant. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
January  17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission's  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

,  [FR  Doc.72-46  Filed  l-3-72;8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP69-199] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  to  Amend 

December  28,  1971. 
Take  notice  that  on  December  20,  1971, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 


(petitioner).  Post  Office  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP69- 
199  a  petition  to  amend  the  order  grant¬ 
ing  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  issued  June  21,  1971,  in  said 
docket  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  authorizing  peti¬ 
tioner  to  transport  natural  gas  for  de¬ 
livery  to  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Southern)  for  an  additional  12  months 
from  January  29,  1971,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  for  and  to  deliver  to  Southern 
up  to  5,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
for  the  period  ending  January  29,  1972. 
Petitioner  receives  Southern's  gas  in 
Pointe  Coupee  Parish,  La.,  and  delivers 
it  to  Southern  near  Selma,  Ala.,  and 
Jonesboro,  Ga.  Applicant  states  that  it 
initiated  such  service  because  of  a  break 
in  Southern’s  pipeline  at  the  Whiskey 
Bay  Pilot  Channel  in  Louisiana  and  that 
Southern  does  not  plan  to  repair  the  line 
until  after  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers  has  completed  dredging  the 
Whiskey  Bay  Pilot  Channel  in  the 
vicinity  of  Southern’s  river  crossing. 
Petitioner  has  been  informed  by  South¬ 
ern  that  it  will  be  more  economical  to 
have  the  gas  transported  by  Petitioner 
during  the  interim  period  than  it  would 
be  to  repair  the  pipeline  in  advance  of 
the  dredging  operation. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
January  17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-47  Filed  l-3-72;8:49  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP72-32] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  to  Amend 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  20, 1971, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 
(petitioner).  Post  Office  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX  77001,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CP72- 
32  a  petition  to  amend  the  order  hereto¬ 
fore  issued  in  said  docket  on  November 
17,  1971,  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  by  deleting  the  volu¬ 
metric  limitation  on  gas  delivered  by 
means  of  facilities  authorized  in  said 
order,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 


petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Petitioner  is  presently  authorized  in 
subject  docket  to  deliver  to  South  Jersey 
Gas  Co.  (South  Jersey)  at  the  West  Dept¬ 
ford  delivery  point  a  quantity  of  natural 
gas  not  to  exceed  360  Mcf  per  day.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  South  Jersey  anticipates 
considerable  growth  in  service  from  this 
delivery  point  reaching  a  maximum  vol¬ 
ume  of  4,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
in  the  third  year  of  operation,  and  that 
with  such  a  limitation,  the  certificate 
would  have  to  be  amended  continually 
to  permit  adequate  service  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  by  South  Jersey. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
January  17.  1972,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-48  Filed  1-3  72; 8: 49  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-155] 

TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  28,  1971. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  9,  1971, 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (applicant) ,  Post 
Office  Box  1642,  Houston,  TX  77001,  filed 
in  docket  No.  CP72-155  a  budget-type  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  as  implemented  by 
§  157.7(b)  of  the  regulations  under  said 
Act,  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction,  during  the  calendar  year  1972, 
and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas  fa¬ 
cilities,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  the  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  augment  its  ability 
to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in  con¬ 
necting  to  its  pipeline  system  additional 
supplies  of  natural  gas  in  numerous 
areas  generally  coextensive  with  its  sys¬ 
tem. 

The  total  cost  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  is  not  to  exceed  $7  million,  with  no 
single  onshore  project  to  cost  in  excess 
of  $1  million  and  no  single  offshore  proj¬ 
ect  to  cost  in  excess  of  $1,750,000.  Appli¬ 
cant  plans  to  finance  these  costs  from 
funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
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application  should  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Oas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Mary  B.  Kidd, 
Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-49  Filed  l-3-72;8:49  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FIRST  NATIONAL  CO. 

Formation  of  One-Bank  Holding 
Company 

The  First  National  Co.,  Storm  Lake, 
Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UJS.C.  1842(a) 
(1) )  to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  80  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  shares  of  the  Citizens  First 
National  Bank  of  Storm  Lake,  Storm 
Lake,  Iowa.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  washing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  January  20,  1972. 

Pursuant  to  S  225.3(b)  of  Regulation 
Y,  this  application  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
approved  on  February  4, 1972,  unless  the 
applicant  is  notified  to  the  contrary  be¬ 
fore  that  time,  or  is  granted  approval  at 
an  earlier  date. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  December  28, 1971. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  72-10  Filed  1-8-72:8:45  am] 

OFFICE  OF  ECONOMIC 
OPPORTUNITY 

[Contract  BOO-5135] 

REPORTED  FINDINGS  REGARDING 
LEARNING 

Notice  of  Availability 

Pursuant  to  section  606  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  2946,  it  is  announced 
that  under  Contract  No.  BOO-5135,  the 
University  of  California  at  Riverdale  has 
furnished  to  the  Office  of  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  two  reports  entitled,  “Are 
There  Two  Kinds  of  Thinking.”  and 
“Cognitive  Styles  and  the  Social  Order.” 

These  reports  advance  the  theory  that 
there  are  basically  two  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  to  problem  solving.  One,  a  de¬ 
ductive  approach,  is  commonly  taught  in 
the  formal  education  system.  The  other, 
an  inductive  approach,  is  utilized  in  ex¬ 
perience-based  learning.  Minority  groups 
which  have  been  turned  away  from  for¬ 
mal  education  channels  are  hypothesized 
to  concentrate  their  intellectual  develop¬ 
ment  in  the  direction  of  inductive  in¬ 
terpretation  of  experience.  Advantaged 
groups,  on  the  other  hand,  are  under¬ 
developed  in  inductive  reasoning,  but 
highly  developed  in  deductive  processes. 
An  array  of  sociological  and  neurological 
data  are  brought  to  bear  in  support  of 
these  hypotheses.  Survey  data  to  test  the 
hypotheses  were  collected  among  several 
populations. 

Copies  of  these  reports  have  been  filed 
with  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

Wesley  L.  Hjornevik, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Economic  Opportunity. 

[FR  Doc.72-65  Filed  l-3-72;8:50  am] 


[Contract  B99-4858] 

REPORTED  FINDINGS  REGARDING 
EMPLOYMENT  POLICIES 

Notice  of  Availability 

Pursuant  to  Section  606  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  2946,  it  is  announced 
that  under  Contract  No.  B99-4858,  Stan¬ 
ford  University,  Stanford,  Calif.,  has 
furnished  to  the  Office  of  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  a  report  consisting  of  two 
papers,  “Racial  Discrimination  in  Amer¬ 
ican  Industry”  by  William  S.  Comanor 
and  “Large-Firm  Employment  Policies 
Toward  Blacks  and  Women”  by  William 
G.  Shepherd  and  Sharon  C.  Levin. 

“Racial  Discrimination  in  American 
Industry”  develops  a  measure  of  discrimi¬ 


nation  in  an  industry  which  takes  ac¬ 
count  of  the  effects  of  market  discrimina¬ 
tion  on  wages  and  of  racial  differences  in 
productivity.  It  is  used  to  measure  racial 
discrimination  in  30  industries  and  six 
blue-collar  and  clerical  sex-occupation 
groups,  and  uses  regression  analysis  to 
explain  the  resultant  measure  by  char¬ 
acteristics  of  industries  and  geographic 
areas.  It  is  found  that  in  almost  all  in¬ 
dustries  the  degree  of  discrimination  in¬ 
creases  with  the  skill  level  of  the  occupa¬ 
tion  group,  and  that  profitability  of  the 
industry  and  size  of  the  metropolitan 
area  are  positively  related  to  discrimina¬ 
tion. 

“Large-Firm  Employment  Policies  To¬ 
ward  Blacks  and  Women”  attempts  to 
measure  the  effects  of  market  power  on 
discrimination  in  managerial,  profes¬ 
sional,  and  technical  occupations.  Re¬ 
gression  analysis  is  used  to  explain  the 
percentage  of  blacks  and  women  in  these 
positions  across  large  firms,  and  changes 
between  1966  and  1970  in  their  employ¬ 
ment.  There  is  a  finding  that  blacks  and 
women  are  greatly  under-represented  in 
the  upper  white-collar  occupations,  and 
that  while  employment  of  blacks  as  offi¬ 
cials  and  managers,  professionals,  and 
technicians  by  large  firms  have  increased 
considerably  between  1966  and  1970,  no 
such  improvement  has  occurred  for 
women. 

A  copy  of  this  report  has  been  filed 
with  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

Wesley  L.  Hjornevik, 
Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Economic  Opportunity. 

[FR  Doc.72-68  Filed  1-3-72:8:50  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[811-21941 

GAC  INCOME  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 

Order  Declaring  Company  Has 

Ceased  To  Be  an  Investment 

Company 

December  27, 1971. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  GAC  In¬ 
come  Fund,  Inc.  (Applicant),  1040  Bay- 
view  Drive,  Fort  Lauderdale,  FL  33304, 
a  Maryland  corporation  registered  as  a 
diversified  open-end  management  invest¬ 
ment  company  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (Act) ,  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  8(f)  of 
the  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
declaring  that  Applicant  has  ceased  to  be 
an  investment  company  as  defined  in  the 
Act.  All  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  statement  of  the  represen¬ 
tations  contained  therein,  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

The  application  states,  among  other 
things,  that  on  October  21,  1971,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  board  of  directors  determined  that 
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Applicant  should  be  dissolved;  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  issued  no  securities  and  has 
no  assets;  that  Applicant  does  not  In¬ 
tend  to  proceed  with  the  completion  of 
its  registration  statement  filed  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  because  of  general 
market  conditions  and  that  the  proposed 
public  offering  has  been  abandoned  and 
the  registration  statement  is  to  be  with¬ 
drawn. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  upon  application,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and  upon  the  taking 
effect  of  such  order  the  registration  of 
such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
January  18.  1972,  at  5:30  pm.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature 
of  his  Interest,  the  reason  for  such  re¬ 
quest  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 
law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hear¬ 
ing  thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli¬ 
cant  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case 
of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
as  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  herein  may  be  Issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
Information  stated  in  such  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  ad¬ 
vice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered 
will  receive  notice  of  further  develop¬ 
ments  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal!  Ronald  P.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-61  Filed  1-3-72; 8: 49  am] 

[File  No.  1-5906] 

ROYAL  ATLAS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Amended  Application  To 

Withdraw  From  Listing  and  Regis¬ 
tration 

December  23,  1971. 

On  October  27,  1971,  the  above  named 
issuer  (Common  stock — $1  par  value) 
filed  an  application  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  pursuant  to 


section  12(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  13d2-2(d)  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  to  withdraw  the  speci¬ 
fied  security  from  listing  and  registration 
on  the  National  Stock  Exchange.  On  No¬ 
vember  5, 1971,  the  Commission  gave  no¬ 
tice  at  the  filing  of  such  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  12d2-2(d)  and,  subse¬ 
quently,  on  or  about  December  20,  1971, 
the  said  issuer  filed  with  the  Commission 
certain  amendments  to  the  said 
application. 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  amended 
application  for  withdrawing  this  security 
from  listing  and  registration  include  the 
following: 

The  Board  of  Directors  has  determined 
that  the  interests  of  the  company’s 
shareholders  can  best  be  served  by  be¬ 
ing  in  the  NASDAQ  quotation  system.  In 
a  letter  dated  October  27,  1971,  which  is 
cm  file  with  the  delisting  application,  the 
Exchange  disagrees  with  the  company’s 
reasons  for  filing  such  delisting 
application. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  10,  1972,  submit  by  letter 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549,  facts  bearing  upon  whether  the 
application  as  amended  has  been  made 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  and  what  terms,  if  any,  should  be 
imposed  by  the  Commission  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors.  An  order  granting 
the  application  will  be  issued  after  the 
date  mentioned  above,  on  the  basis  of  the 
application  and  any  other  information 
furnished  to  the  Commission,  unless  it 
orders  a  hearing  on  the  matter. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Trading  and  Markets,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72—4  Filed  1-3-72; 8:46  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

December  29, 1971. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  109533  Sub  44,  Ovemlte  Transportation 
Co.,  now  assigned  January  10,  1972,  at 
Lexington,  Ky„  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  113865  Sub  239,  International  Transport, 
Inc.,  assigned  February  7,  1972,  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  canceled  and  application 
dismissed. 


MC  117799  Sub  16,  Best  Way  Frozen  Express, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  February  7,  1972, 
at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  In  a  bearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

No.  36478,  Hour,  Arkansas  City,  Kans.,  to 
Memphis,  Term.,  now  assigned  January  5, 
1972,  at  Washington,  D.C..  postponed  to 
February  2,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

MC  112304  Sub  46,  Ace  Doran  Hauling  & 
Rigging  Co.,  assigned  January  17,  1972,  at 
Louisville,  Ky„  canceled  and  application 
dismissed. 

MC  2860  Sub  56,  National  Freight,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  January  17,  1972,  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  postponed  to  a  date  to  be  hereafter 
fixed. 

MC  135141  Sub  1,  H  A  H  Expediting  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  assigned  January  5,  1972,  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  Is  postponed  to  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  135825,  Panhandle  Freight  System,  Inc., 
assigned  January  19,  1972,  will  be  held  In 
room  4210  US.  Courthouse  and  Office 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

MC  134886  Sub  2,  U  &  Me  Transfer,  Inc., 
assigned  January  19,  1972,  will  be  held  in 
the  Florida  Public  Service  Commission, 
5720  SW.  17th  Street.  Miami,  FL. 

MC  135413,  Henry’s  Transfer,  Inc.,  assigned 
January  12,  1972,  will  be  held  In  room  1610 
Federal  Office  Building,  51  SW.  First  Street, 
Miami,  FL. 

MC  10172  Sub  12.  Marvin  Hayes  Lines,  Inc., 
assigned  January  10,  1972,  will  be  held  In 
roam  651  U.S.  Courthouse,  801  Broadway, 
Nashville,  TN. 

MC  115826  Sub  224m,  W.  J.  Digby,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  January  26,  1972,  In  room 
905A,  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  107818  Sub  66,  Oreenstein  Trucking  Co., 
now  being  assigned  January  27,  1972,  In 
room  905A,  536  South  Clark  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL. 

MC  134022  Sub  6,  Richard  A.  Zlma,  doing 
business  as  Zlpoo,  now  being  assigned 
January  27.  1972,  in  room  906 A,  536  South 
Clark  Street,  Chicago,  IL. 

MC-C  7166,  Travel  Center  of  Waterbury,  Inc. 
v.  Continental  Trail  ways,  Inc.,  et  el.,  as¬ 
signed  January  10,  1972,  at  New  York,  N.Y. 
is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  135334,  Lllllam  Koppel,  doing  business 
as  USA  Drlveaway,  assigned  January  17, 
1972,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  Is  postponed  Indefi¬ 
nitely. 

MC  126346  8ub  9,  Haupt  Contract  Carriers. 
Inc.,  assigned  January  26, 1972,  at  Chicago. 
HI.,  canceled  and  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

FD  25726,  WellsvUle,  Addison  &  Galeton  Rail¬ 
road  Corp.  Abandonment  between  Wells¬ 
vUle,  N.Y.,  and  Galeton,  Pa.,  assigned  Feb¬ 
ruary  22,  1972,  will  be  held  In  the  Public 
Library,  Main  Street,  Route  17,  Wellsville, 
NY. 

MC  107456  Sub  16,  Harry  L.  Young  &  Sons. 
Inc.,  assigned  January  31,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  115826  Sub  216,  W.  J.  Digby,  lnc„  as¬ 
signed  January  31,  1972,  at  Atlanta,  Ga„ 
postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  103993  Sub  619,  Morgan  Drive-Away,  Inc., 
now  assigned  January  6,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  119774  Sub  24,  Eagle  Trucking  Co.,  as¬ 
signed  February  25,  1972,  at  New  Orelans, 
La.,  Is  canceled  and  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  106497  Sub  59,  Parkhlll  Truck  Co.,  now 
being  assigned  February  8,  1972,  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  designated 
later. 

MC  116763  Sub  204,  Carl  Subler  Trucking. 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  February  9,  1972. 
at  Denver,  Colo.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 
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MC-F-11291,  American  Van  &  Storage,  Pur- 
c base -Trans  Universal  Van  Lines,  now  as¬ 
signed  January  IS,  1972,  at  Miami,  Fla., 
postponed  to  January  14,  1972,  In  the 
Du  Pont  Plaza  Hotel,  300  Blscayne  Boule¬ 
vard  Way,  Miami,  FL. 

MC  121533  Sub  6,  Western  Hauling,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  February  7,  1972,  at 

Olympia,  Wash.,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-83  Filed  l-3-72;8:52  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

December  28, 1971. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1100.40  of  the  general  rules 
of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  42327 — Pipeline  rates — petro¬ 
leum  products  from  the  Southwest,  filed 
by  Williams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Co.  (No. 
3),  for  and  on  behalf  of  carriers  parties 
to  its  schedules  as  shown  in  the  applica¬ 
tion.  Rates  on  petroleum  products  from 
points  in  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Texas  to  Eldena  (Amboy)', 
HI.,  Iowa  City,  Iowa,  and  Columbia,  Mo., 
and  from  Borger,  Tex.,  to  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  and  Columbia,  Mo. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  and  car¬ 
rier  competition. 

Tariffs — Supplements  19  and  14  to 
Williams  Brothers  Pipe  Line  Co.  tariffs 
Nos.  I.C.C.  15  and  25,  respectively.  Pub¬ 
lication  is  scheduled  to  become  effective 
January  27, 1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[  FR  Doc.72-84  Filed  l-3-72;8 : 52  am  ] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

December  29, 1971. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1100.40  of  the  general  rules 
of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short-Haul 

FSA  No.  42328 — Sugar  to  the  South¬ 
west  and  West,  filed  by  Trans-Conti¬ 
nental  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  472), 
for  and  on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to 
the  schedules  listed  below.  Rates  on 
sugar,  beet  or  cane,  in  bulk,  in  carloads, 
as  described  in  the  application,  from 
points  in  Arizona.  California,  Idaho, 
Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin. 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship. 

Tariffs — Supplement  90  to  Trans-Con¬ 
tinental  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff 
ICC  1822,  and  supplement  123  to  West¬ 
ern  Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 
ICC  A-4481.  Publication  is  scheduled  to 
become  effective  January  27,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-85  Filed  l-3-72;8:52  am] 


[Notice  802] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
1132) ,  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  Commission’s  general 
rules  of  practice  any  interested  person 
may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  the  following  numbered  proceed¬ 


ings  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  section 
17<8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  the  order  in  that 
proceeding  pending  its  disposition.  The 
matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must 
be  specified  in  their  petitions  with  par¬ 
ticularity. 

No.  MC-FC-72829.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  23,  1971,  Division  3,  acting  as 
an  Appellate  Division,  approved  the 
transfer  to  G.  Raymond,  Inc.,  Norris¬ 
town,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC-94635  issued  March  4,  1963, 
to  Interstate  Sand  &  Gravel  Transpor¬ 
tation,  Inc.,  Vineland,  N.J.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  sand,  gravel,  stone, 
and  clay,  from  points  in  Burlington, 
Camden,  Gloucester,  Salem,  Cumber¬ 
land,  Cape  May,  and  Atlantic  Counties, 
N.J.,  to  points  in  Bucks,  Berks,  Lehigh, 
Lebanon,  Lancaster,  Chester,  Delaware, 
Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia  Counties, 
Pa.,  subject  to  a  restriction  that  no 
transportation  service  may  be  performed 
under  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  George  F.  Pettinos,  Inc.,  of  Bala- 
Cynwyd,  Pa.  V.  Baker  Smith,  123  South 
Broad  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA  19109, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-73052.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  23,  1971,  Division  3,  acting  as  an 
Appellate  Division,  approved  the  trans¬ 
fer  to  General  Road  Trucking  Co~p., 
East  Providence,  R.I.,  of  certificate  No. 
MC-1 19327  issued  March  28,  1960,  to 
Apex  Transportation,  Inc.,  Worcester, 
Mass.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
liquid  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Povidence,  R.I.,  to 
Worcester,  Mass.,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  Frank  J.  Weiner,  6  Beacon 
Street,  Boston,  MA  02108,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-86  Filed  1-3-72:8:53 am] 
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